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A VINDICATION F the Reverend, 
Dr. George Hickes, and the Author of 


the Seaſonable and Modeſt Apolo- 
g, Oc. | & + 
SIX, 


INCE you are not willing to be at the Paing - 
of reading over the reverend Dr. Wiſes Book, 

entituled, The Chritian Euchariſt rightly ſtated, 
| but rather deſire my Opinion concerning it: T 
will endeavour to give you the beſt Account of it that 
Lean. And, that this my Letter may not deſerve, the 
Character this Reverend Doctor gives of his own Per- 
formance, p. 271. of being à tedious Anſwer, I will 
endeayour to avoid the Faults that make his ſo, and 
eſpecially thefe two, Prolixity, and want of Method. 
His Book conſiſts of two Parts, or Replies ; one to 4 
Pampblet called, A ſeaſonable and Modeſt Apology in 
behalf of the Reverend Dr. George Hickes, &c. The os 
ther to a, Paper writ in favour of Tranſubſtantiation to 
the Lady C. I ſhall fay nothing to the latter of theſe, 
except as to the Letter our Reverend Doctor would 
have the World believe was ſent by the Lady C. to 
Dr. Hickes in relation to the Article of Tranſubſtantia- 
tign, but that ſhe could obtain no Anſwer to it: Of 
ich | hope the Reverend Doctor will pardon me if 
I conclude it a mere Fiction, as indeed I do, and think 
moreover, I have ſufficient Reaſon for ſucu Concluſion, 
from a Letter of that Lady's: It was written Jan. 34. 
1711. and directed thus, To Ar. Thomas Bromſield as 


by Houſe in Chancery - lane, near Temgle bar, Lonson. 
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And in it are theſe Expreſfions; A. to what you ſay in 
relation to Dr. Hickes, I never ſent him a Letter relating 


to Tranſubſtantiation, nor know of any Perſon that did. — 
Pray give my Service to the Doctor, and let him know, 
that I bope, if any ſuch comes to his Hand, be is able to 


GRrATs. Carew. 
This, I fay, is all the Anſwer I ſhall make to the 


latter part of his Book, and if it reflects too hard upon 


his Veracity, he knows whom he is to thank for it. 
My Bufineſs will be to try what Diſcoveries I can 
meet with in his former larger Diſcourſe, this being 
what you chiefly defire me to enquire into. Where- 
fore I have accordingly carefully peruſed and conſide- 
red it; and find it to conſiſt of theſe two Parts; Firſt, a 
Perſonal Vindication of the Reverend Author, Dr. Wiſe: 
And, Secondly, An Attempt to prove the bleſſed Eu- 
chariſt to be no real and material Sacrifice, though, in 
ſuch a manner, as is in effect a giving up the Cauſe 
as I ſhall ſhew in its proper Place: Which, though 
all along intermix'd with each other, I ſhall however 
ſeparate, and ſpeak diſtinctly to each of them. K 
At preſent I begin with his Vindication of himfelf 
againſt the Charge of the Apologiſt : Which whether 
he might not much better have ler alone, I ſhall en- 
tirely ſabmit to your Determination, when you ſhall 
have read what I have to fay to it. He complains, 
9. 11. that whatever he had ſaid of Dr. Hickes and 
other Non. jurors, he was paid home with a Vengeance by 
the Apologiſt, with downright Charges of a worſe na- 
ture, being called a Smiter and Slanderer of his inn 
.Brethren, paſſionate, impertinent, partial, &c. And the 
Fact is too evident to bear a Diſpute. The only En- 
quiry therefore is, whether theſe Fithets do juſtly be- 


long to him : And, for reſolving this doubt, I need 


not look back to his Sermon, for, as if he had owed 


himſelf a Shame, he has taken Care to give full 
a | Proof 


* 


— 


0 "0 
Proof of the Charge, in the Reply now under Exami- 
nation. It was but reaſonable to ſuppoſe that, having 
been ſo lately told his Faults, he would have been ts 
more cautious for the future; but the Reverend Dok + 
Qor is above being corrected, by ſo worthleſs an Op- 
ponent, as he eſteems the Apologiſt to be. And, to 
make it ſufficiently plain that ir is fo, he ſtill holds 
on his Pace, as if he was reſolv'd to let the World ſee, 
that the Apologiſt had by no means — ar im. 
As I ſhall briefly ſhew in the following Particulars. 

I. He is charged with Partiality, and being a Party- 
man, and with Paſſion and Impertinence, upon the Ac- 
count of his unkind Advertiſement : And there are two 
Reaſons given for it: One, that he fingles out the Non- 
Jurors, as the only Advocates for the true and proper Sa. 
crifice in the Euchariſt, without taking notice of divers of 
the Jurors, both Biſhops and others of inferiour rank, 
who have taught the ſame, though ſeveral of them 
had been particularly named to him. The other, that he 
takes Occaſion to infinuate, as if they had an ill De- 
ſign in this; in theſe Words, in his unneceſſary Paren- 
thelis, with what Intent themſelves beſt know: Which, 
by what he ſpeaks in his Chriſtian Eucharift righth ffa- 
red, p. 6, 7. be interprets to mean, that they are ma- 
king towards Rome; though, at the ſame time, he 
owns that many of thim have in their Writings and other 
3 ample Proof of their Abhorrence of Po- 
pery. Now what can be a ſurer Sign of Partiali- 
ty, Paſſion and Impertinence than to ſuſpect an In- 
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d clination in thoſe towards Popery, whom he cannot 
y bur acknowledge to have born ample Teſtimony againft 
2 It; and again to ſingle thoſe out as the only Advocates 
if for the Doctrine he takes upon him to condemn, and 
e not take notice of ſuch on his own Side, who have 


* taught the ſame Truth no leſs than theſe > This man- 
* ner of Procedure the Apologiſt might reaſonably 

d think a juſt Ground for his Charge; but, ſeeing the 
d Reverend DoQtor is of a W Opinion, I am * 


ling to allow him all the Liberty he can deſire, and 
am therefore very well content, that he believe it, if 
e can, to be 4 Abo Diſpaſſionate, and void 
of any the leaſt tin 
not expect the reſt of the Wold to think ſo too. 
Befides the Apologiſt had farther added, for the Proof 
of this Charge, the No- relation there is between the 
DoQtrine of the Euchariſt and the preſent National E- 
ſtabliſhment, as I ſhall obſerve preſently: But this too, 
It is poſſible, the Reverend Doctor may think a Topick 
that might be brought in purely in the Spirit of Meck- 


ms neſs, and though it were merely to raiſe what Enmi- 


ty he could _ his Antagoniſt, it might be ve- 
ry Pertinent, 
tiality. | | 
A third Inftance produced by that Author is, that 
this Reverend Doctor, quoting à Paſſage out of 
Dr. Hickes, did not think fit to tell his Auditors whoſe 
Saying it was he quoted, becauſe, though he thought 
the Saying worth their Notice, he did not think the lear- 
ned and judicious Author to be ſo: Which, no doubt, 
was another remarkable Inftance of Impartiality. 
Tt 5s alſo farther objected by the Apologiſt, in the 
fourth Place , that the Reverend Doctor ſpeaking of 
the Sacraments as not intended by the nur i, De 
in his Text, :he Myſteries of God, adds as à late Writer 
(to ſerve bis turn) will have it, noting in the Margin 
this late Writer to be Dr. George Hic kes; yet though 
he thus openly accuſes that Doctor of having ſaid this 
Zo ſerve his turn, neither here, Serm. p. 2. nor a- 
in p. 10. does he ſo much as pretend to condemn his 
nterpretation ; and when charged with 3 
herein, ſee how hard he is put to it to bring himſelf 
off, and how poorly he does it: I did not ſay, or at all 
determine there, whether a good or a bad turn, Chriſt. Eu- 
char. p. 127. As if any one did not know that in com- 
mon Conſtruction, doing a thing to ſerve a turn is 
wont to be taken in the worſt Senſe, and to mean, doing 
8 2 It 
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re of Partiality, provided he will 


| 


iſpaſſionate and with fingular Impar- 
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it out of Artifice and ſome ſiniſter Deſign, not for 
Truth and Juſtice Sake, but to promote ſome By-end, 
1 know no Author that uſes it otherwiſe : And, if this 
were not the Reverend Doctor's true Meaning, I would 
fain know why theſe Word are uſed at all, when what 
he was ſaying would have been at leaſt as well with« 
out them. And J will refer it ro his own Conſcience, 
if the Perſon ſpoken of, had been the ſame that he de- 
ſcribes p. 133, Cc. if that Perſon had underſtood: the 
Words as Dr. Hickes does, whether he would have 
thought it either civil or juſt to ſay that he did it to 
ſerve a turn, or would have thought it a ſufficient Ju - 
ſtification of himſelf, or any other that had done the 


| like, to plead, that he did not determine whether a 


bad or a good Turn. I dare anſwer for him, he has 
more Ingenuity than to ſay he would. And whereas 
in another Place, he asks, Do you expett to ſhe/ter your © 
ſelf and your Reputation under the Cloak of Chriſtian Cha- 
rity, praying now (tor a Colour) in my Behalf ? I would 
likewiſe ask him, Are not theſe Words as capable of the 
{ame Anſwer, that there are Colours both good and bad, 
real and artificial, and he does not determine whether 
of theſe he intended? If he ſhould argue ſo, every one 
would immediately diſcover his Infincerity ; inaſmuch 
as the Words, ſo placed, are conſtantly taken to mean 
Hypocritically : And that he certainly underſtood. the 

Phraſe thus, is manifeſt from the following Words, as 
the worſt of Hypocrites doe Which I muſt believe was 
not deſigned for a Complement, or expected to be ta- 
ken in a favourable Senſe. Bur, I find, whatever Er. 
tors he runs into, or Indecencies he commits, he is very 


Toth to part with them, or to own any Impertinence, 


Paſſion or Partiality in them. 


I 0o theſe I now add one farther Inſtance of the like 


Partiality, not in the Sermon but in the Book now un- 
der Conſideration; that whereas Dr. Hickes ſpeaking 
of one of his Brethren, one of ſingular Merit, and won- 
dertul Succeſs in his indefatigable Endeayours for the 
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Good of Religion, affirms that © he is well known 
for his excellent Writings againſt Arheiffs, Deifts, 
e Sociniant, Quakers, Eraſtians and Latitudinarians, for 
de which he will never be forgotten; and that fince 
e the time of Abp. Laud and Dr. Thomas Moreton Bi- 
< of Durbam, no man has had his Labours bleſſed 
« with ſuch Succeſs, or made ſo many Converts from 
Error to Truth, and from no Principles to Principles, 
“ and fo conſiderable among the ſeveral Parties, as 
* he”: And whereas the Apologiſt had teſtified of 
Dr. Hickes, that he has © written more than any Man 
* in England, now living, againſt the Papiſts” ; theſe. 
are Truths the Reverend Doctor cannot bear, and there- 
fore, p. 3. he cries out, © Ir is a common thing for 
* — for the ſake of Party, to be as profuſe in your 
“ Praiſes of each other, as you are in your Diſpraiſes 
* of thoſe who think not as you do”, Now what 
is here affirmed, either the Reverend Doctor could diſ- 
prove or he could not: If he could diſprove it, why 
has he not done it ? If he could not do it, as certain- 
ly he could not, why is he diſpleaſed at it? This fort 
of Proceeding is no very good Sign of his Impartiality, 
or that the Apologiſt has complain'd of him without a 
Cauſe, as to this Point. 
However he is highly offended at the Thought of 
being eſteemed a Party- man, and therefore, p. 110. he 
again complains of his being taxed with Partiality and 
want of Candour : And he has the clevereſt way of 
bringing himſelf off that ever was heard of: As V. 
 fays he, to be partial on this, or that, particular Account 
were enough to denominate the Perſon, who i ſo, 4 Par- 
'ty man. A Notable Vindication indeed! He does not 
deny his being Partial in his different Uſage of the Ju- 
rors and Non jurors; but yet he will by no means al- 
low this to be a ſign of his being a Party-man. Jult as 
if a Man, being accuſed of robbing another , ſhould 
plead for himfelf, that he did not rob him, he only 
met him upon the Road, and took his Money _ 


him. What difference this Reverend Doctor can find 
betwixt being Partial to a Party and being a Pariyman, © 


is beyond my Imagination. I amſure all the reſt of te | 


World look upon them as ſynonimous Terms, and that 
they fignifie one and the ſame thing. Nor has he con- 
deſcended to give us any Dictinction between them. 
II. Next be is charged with Malice. And notwith- 
ſtanding all his Profefſions to the contrary, I cannot 
contrive a way to clear him of this heavy Charge: For 
ſure it was not out of pure Kindneſs to the Non-jurors 
that he was pleaſed to bring them by Head and Shoul- 
ders into a Controverſie, that had no more relation to 
that of the Euchariſt, than to the Circulation of the - 
Blood, or ſquaring the Circles, as the Apologiſt has juſt- 
ly obſerved. How comes any DotQtrine of the Sacra- 
ment to be concerned with the preſent Eſtabliſhment ? 
Is it ever the more, or the leſs, a Sacrifice, becauſe I 
have, or have not, taken the Oaths: So extravagant an 
Excurſion as this, I am afraid, could proceed from no- 
thing, but Oppoſition to the Perſons themſelves, more 
than to their Doctrine. He calls them diſaffected to the 
preſent Government, p. 6, 109, 115. and endeavours to 
ſet the High-Church againſt them, p. 109, 110, I doubt, 
not out of an Exceſs of Love to them : Whether he 
will allow ſuch a unfair Treatment of thoſe he diſlikes, 
to be termed Malicious, I am not much concerned. 
Wherefore, if it will oblige him, I ſhall give my Con- 
ſent here likewiſe that he call it an Exceſs of good Na- 
ture and Kindneſs to the Non-jurors : Only I would 
entreat him not to be angry at the Apologiſt, for ha- 
ving had another Notion of it. However to make out 
this Charge againſt himſelf the more fully, in hi 

Cbriſt. Eucb. p. 6. he Heats Dr. Hickes and his Friends 
in a very particular manger, and if it be merely out 
of Kindneſs to them, I ſfould defire him never to have 
any Kindneſs for me; and, for this very good reaſon, 
| becauſe his Kindneſs operates ſo unluckily, that it is 
much better to be without it. The Truth is, he can- 

| | not 
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not-but cotifefs there was no ground for fuch an Ac. 
cuſation; As if T ſuppoſed, ſays he p. 4. that there was 
a Connection between the preſent Eſtabliſhment and the 
holy Euchariſt; whereas it does not appear, that I ever 
thought , or ſaid any thing like this, Here is an Ac- 
knowledgment plain enough, that he had no Cauſe to 
bring the Caſe of the preſent Eſtabliſhment into the 
Controverſie he was upon: Yet he has moſt certainly 
done it, and if he would clear himſelf of the Charge 
of doing it maliciouſly, he ought to give Tome other 
better Reaſon for it : Till he does this, the World wilt 


be apt to cenſure him as acting out of ill Will, in 
ſpight of all the Profeſſions ne can make to the contra- 


ry. The like Account may allo be given of his charging 
the Non-jurors with an Inclination to Popery; which 
he does ſeveral times over without any Reaſon for it. 
He cannot but own theſe Men have done ſuch Service 
and born ſuch Teſtimony againſt Popery, that he knows 
not how to think them Papiſts in their Hearts, and yet 
makes it the Buſineſs of divers Pages together to infi- 
nuate that they are 10. And again p. 3 5. he blames 
Dr. Hickes for quoting Perras de Marca, Tena, and other 
Popiſh Writers, with Approbation, though at the ſame 
time profeſſing that they make againſt him; and this | te 
him 4 Subject of Speculation: As alſo before p. 6. he had 
been rempred to fancy, that they have an Eye upon Conſe- 
quences, or fome other end in view; and this end he pre- 
ſently intimates to be Popery : He was ſo over chari- 
table, that, it may be, it was not in bi Thoughts, to 
tax Dr. Hickes, and ſome others of them direFly with Po- 
pery; and therefore, ſays he, to the Apologiſt, p. 7. 
D yourſelf have almolt put ſorperbing in my Head, which 
2245 not perhaps there beforg 75 what end his it may 
be. almofl, and perhaps ſef den What they fignifie in this 
Place, himſelf bert knows. Wat a Series of Caution is 


here to no purpoſe ! I think no Man can conſtrue theſe 


Expreſſions to mean les, than that this Reverend Doctor 
has a greater Averſion to Dr. Hickes and his Partiſans, 
to 


„ 

to uſe his den Phraſe, than he has the Confidence to 
own publickly. Yer, after all his mincing the matter, 
and endeavourihg to ſtifle his Kindneſs to them, it 
will break out: And hence he ſets himſelf with all his 
might to prove them really guilty of what, iz may be, 
was almoft put into his Head, where perhaps it was 
not before, Though after all, his Proofs for this are 
as feeble and unconcluding as thoſe he brings againft 
the Sacrifice in the Euchariſt. 

1. His Firft Argument is, that they are ſo very ear- 
neft at this funfture to preſs and propagate this Doctrine, 
{the Doctrine of the Sacrifice in the Euchariſt] as F 
the whole Sum of Religion was at Stake, P. 4 But why 
at this Juncture? Are there any terrible Efforts at this 
time more chan others, for the Introduction of Pope- 
ty? Or is it coming in as a Deluge upon us? Sure the 
Reverend Doctor has hit upon ſome great Diſcovery, 
that the World is not yet acquainted with, that makes 
this ſuch a dangerous Juncture, and cauſes it to be ſo 
highly culpable to ſay any thing now of the Chriſtian 
Sacrifice : But whatever he knows of this nature, ſince 
he is pleaſed not to communicate it, I preſume, others 
may be excuſed, if they can ſee nothing peculiar to 
this Juncture. Well! but they are earneſt to preſs aud 
propagate this Doctrine And, it ir be true, why ſhould 
they not? I am ſure he cannot give a good Reaſon why 
the Truth ſhould not be preſſed and propagated 3, Oh! 
but they preſs it as if the whole Sum of Religion were at 
Stabe: And pray, who told him this? Is it not poſſi- 
ble to undertake a ſober Defence of this or any other 
Doctrine, without placing the whole of Religion in 


it ? And may not this be done for wiſe and good ends 
even at ths Junct ure? The Apologiſt had told him be- 
fore, that the Non. jurors, as well as the Furors, Intent 
in this was apparently nothing but the Honour of God, the 
Love of Truth, the Dignity of the Chriſtian Prieſt hood , 
and the Advancement of true Piety and Devotion; And 
this, if he had pleaſed , he might have taken Notice 


of: 


me 


| (':x2") 
of: But ſo it would have prevented his flouriſhing ſo 
much upon their Tendency towards Popery ; and no 
wonder therefore that he was willing. to paſs it by, 
and revive the Objection as if nothing had been faid 
-to It. 

2. His next Argument is, That nothing can put them 
into a greater Fury, than the leaſt Innuendo of their Ten- 
dency to it; that nothing can make them more uneaſie, than 
a Thought or Suſpicion, that they are ſuſpected of it. But 

what Ground has our Reverend Doctor for his Confi- 
dence as to this Charge againſt them ? In good Truth 
none at all, it is all pure Chimera and Imagination: For 
I can aſſure him for Dr. Hickes and the Apologiſt, the 
.two Perſons he chiefly ſeems to aim at, and the Rea- 
ſon is the ſame for all the reſt, that they are not in the 
leaſt concerned at any Suſpicion of this Nature: They 
know it is ſo maniteſtly groundleſs and unreaſonable, 
that though they can pity the SuſpeQor, and pray to 
God to forgive him his unjuſt Suſpicion ; yet he may 
depend upon it, they will never trouble themſelves for 
any thing he may think, or ſay of them. Their Comfort 
is, that to their own Maſter they ſtaud or fall, with whom 
the moſt uncharitable Surmiſes will never hurt them; 

g and hence they ate unmov'd at all the Calumnies their 
moſt rancorous Enemies can raiſe againſt them. They 
can tell the time when the Primitive Chriſtians, the 
innocent and moſt holy Followers of our bleſſed Lord 
were cenſured and puniſhed without Cauſe, when it 
was uſual to cry out againſt them, Chriſtianos ad Le- 
nem; and they know how to bear any leſſer Oppofi- 
tion they may meet with : So that all the Darts bf this 
kind, that are ſhot againſt them, are ſuie to prove in- 

effectual, mere bruta fulmina, whatever this Reve- 
rend Doctor may think of it. Wherefore his Minor 
thus groſly failing, his Conclufion muſt neceffarily fall 
to the Ground. Of this he is conſcious to himſelf; and 
therefore ſeeks out immediately for other ſort of Evi- 
dence : For ſo it follows. 7 
| 3. 


8 85 


re ee C · : ˙·¹vAA·——rͤͤ rs. 


(43) 

2. If this Compariſon [of a MalefaQor, or of a Hy- 
pocri — Cheat] will 2 bold, nor ſhew ſome Perſons 
for the ſame reaſon guilty, what can we think of their 
overt As? And if it be asked, as in all reaſon it ought” 
to be, what are theſe overt Acts? This he tells us in 
the next Sentence. When Men of great Talents are moft 
paſſionately addreſſed to by well-meaning Perſons, perplex'd 
with Doubts, by Perſons ſtanding at the very brink Po- 
pery, that they would give them a helping hand, and re- 
ſeue them from Danger: Can ſuch, I ſay, in this or the 
like caſe, make Evaſions or Excuſes for not doing what is 
ſo earneſtly deſired, and that in ſuch a time of need, with- 
out hazarding the Cbaracter, in which they would be 
thought to glory, of being true and zealons Proteſtants ? 
This is all myſtical; nothing affirmed, but only a hea- 
vy Charge infinuated againſt whomfoever he ſhall . 
pleaſe at any time to fix it upon. Yet neither does he 
tell that ſuch a Refuſal really was at all, but only if he 
be not greatly miſinformed; which is very poſſible. Then 
he does not ſay it is the Caſe of any Party, but only 
of à certain eminent Man. For whoſe ſake, whether 
he be faulty, or not, this Reverend Doctor, not ex- 
ceedingly like a true Chriſtian Divine, has conceived 
a Prejudice, as himſelf confefles, not againſt him only, 
but againſt thoſe likewiſe of the ſame Principles with 
him. And now they mult look to themſelves, for this 
Prejudice of his, as groundleſs as it is, mult be printed 


as à Reflection upon them all. This is a noble, an ir- 


refragable Proof that the Non-jurors are all haſtening 
towards Rome. In truth it is ſuch trifling that I can 


Iicarce allow my ſelf to repeat it after him. Suppoſe, 


as he has been informed, that ſome one amongſt them, 
had forborn, either through unavoidable Buſineſs, a 
neceſſity of being from Home, want of Health, or any 
other the like Reaſon, to give the perplex'd Perſon 
that Aſſiſtance, which might otherwiſe have been ex- 
pected; this is the utmoſt that can be deſired, as he 
repreſents the caſe ; but ſuppoſing this, I ys — 

| ame 
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Blame is there in the Perſon thus forhearing? Or if 


there were, who but this Reverend Doctor could ever 
have imagined all of the ſame Principles to. be Sharers 


in it? This is an unfriendly, ill-natured Inference, that 
touches no body, but him that made it, if the Fact 
were admitted to be true. But now if all this be Fan- 


cy and Calumny, and there is not a word of Truth in 
it, what will his Reverence then think of himſelf? That 
it is really fo, if he mean Dr. Hickęs and the Lady C. 
I am fully aſſured; and the World may fee from the 
Letters that paſſed betwixt Dr. H. and that Lady, and 
the good Effect that Doctor's Aſſiſtance had upon her 
Ladyſhip (which could not well be imagined, if ſhe 
had ſent a Letter of Doubts, and received no, Anſwer 
to it) howſoever this Reverend Doctor ſeems to chal- 
lenge to himſelf the Honour of having ſettled her in the 
Principles of the Church of England. With what Rea- 
ſonjevery one will quickly ſee, that ſhall but be at the 
pains of comparing what Dr. Hickes hath written up- 
on this occaſion, in his Second Collection of Controverſial 
Letters, with this Reverend Doctor's Anſwe? to the Pa- 
7 writ in favour of Tranſubſtantiation. In ſhort, though 
| am no Prophet, I dare venture to foretel, that if this 
Reverend Doctor were to live the Life of Nefor, fa 


Har as may be collected from any thing I have yet ſeen 


of his, he would never be able in all that time to do 
the tenth part of the Service Dr. Hickes has done, ag. 
in other reſpects, ſo particularly againſt Popery ;. how 
much ſoever he ſeems now diſpoſed to undervalue him. 
It he mean any other than Dr. H:ckes, he is concerned 
to explain himſelf, and make his Charge intelligible, 
beſore he expects an Anſwer to it. 3 
4. A farther Evidence of this pretended Kindneſs in 
the Non jurors towards Popery is, that as times ſerve 
they beighten or abate the force of their Expreſſions, and ſo. 
re nat eicher advance.towards, or ſeemingly withdraw 
from Rome, p. 8. And again much to the ſame: pur- 
poſe p. 74. But now if any one would know — 
S | | theſe 


(15) 
theſe Advances and Receſſes are, here you have them; 
and they are ſuch as prove the Accuſation moſt won- 
dertully. One while the Offering or Oblation was an- 
cienily made before the Lord's Supper, and therefore occa- 
ſioned it to be ſo called; at another time this Holy Supper 


i ſeif in tue, proper, material, and propitiatory S- 


crifice. But now if one ſhould: ask this Reverend Do- 

cor when, or where this holy Ordinance was ſaid to 
be no otherwiſe a Sacrifice, but only upon account 
of the Oblation made before it; or whar alteration of 


Circumſtanaes hath intervened betwixt this and the - 


Profefhon of the material propiriatory Sacrifice, I doubt 
ſuch an Enquiry would ſadly gravel him. Butnomat- 
ter for anſwering ſuch unſeaſonable and hard Queſtions. 
He bas ſaid it: That is enough. And it is all the Proof 
he gives of his Aﬀertion. 
F. They, ſpeak but ſlightingly of the Reformation, and 
wiſh that ſome matters of Religion were brought back, ta 
the paſs they were at befare the Reign of Q. Elizabeth, 
not to ſay that of Edward VE Which in plain Engliſh 
amounts to this, that they think K. Edward's Service 
more agreable to the Opinigu of the Ancient Chriſtians, 
in relation to the Sacriface ob the Euchariſt, than thoſe 
that have been ſince. But is it ſtrange that they who 
with the Ancients believe the Chriftian Sacrifice; ſhould 
like that Sexvice beſt. which is beſt ſuited to ſuch theit 
Beliet? Were this Objection of any force, there could 
no reaſon be given, why it ſhould not hold againſt di- 
vers of the Jurors, as well as the Non. jurors. But 
what proof is this that they are either of them deſign- 
ing for Rome? The Reverend Doctor himſelf will grant 
our Reformers not to have been infallible. And though 
they, under God, brought about fuch a glorious Change, 
as not only we rejoice at, but it is to be hoped Poſtes 
Tity to all Generations ſhall bleſs them for it; yet can 
it not be denied, but that ſome things, in what they 
did, were capable of Improvement. Why elſe have 
there ever been any Alterations in our Liturgy fince 
3 . 2 | 5 they 
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they firſt compiled it? There is in reality nothing more 0 
in this Objection, than that it ſerves to raiſe a Duſt, t 


and to create ſome ſort of Prejudice againſt ſuch whoſe 
| Notions ſuit not with his own. | 
6. His next Argument is taken from the Devotion by 
way of Offices, publiſhed ſeveral years fince by Dr. Hickes ; 
* in the firſt Edition whereof was a Paſſage relating, not 
® to a Purgatory-Fire, which it muſt have been to make 
it at all to our Reverend Doctor's purpoſe, but only to a 
middle State for departed Souls; wherein for them to 
wear off their Impurities, and improve in Goodneſs, 
till they be thoroughly fitted for the Holy of Holies. 
Hence he is pleaſed to collect, p. 10. that there is more 
in ſome Mens Hearts, Intent, and Meaning, than they are 
yet willing ſhould be known. What is in his Heart, In- 
tent, and Meaning in this we all know. And accor- 
dingly I ſhall now ſet my ſelf to anſwer it, in theſe 
four following Particulars, py 
1. Here, as I have already noted, is not one word about 
a Romiſh Purgatory-Fire, nor any Place appointed for it; 
without which this can be no token of any Inclination, as 
he with his wonted Charity would inſinuate, towards Po- 
pery. An intermediate State of leſs perfect Happineſs and 
Glory, wherein the Soul may be ſuppoſed to be continual 
ly advancing to greater Meaſures of Holineſs and Purity, 
and ſo become fitter for the more immediate Fruition 
of Almighty God; and in order thereto may be preſu- 
med to wait with ſome Earneſtneſs for the Reſurre- 
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a Qion, and that compleater Happineſs, that is to follow 
i} thereupon, is very different from the Romiſh Purgatory, 
% where they teach, ſicut etiam in inferno, eſſe pænam ignit, 


li Bellarm. de Purgat. I. 2. c. 10. that the Souls of the 
Wi righteous are puniſhed with Fire, as thoſe of the wicked 
14 are in Hell; and are to be reſcued thence by the Pray- 
5 ers of the Faithful, and eſpecially by the acceptable 
Ri Sacrifice of the Altar. Conc. Trid. Seſſ. 25. de Purgato® 
| F rio, and Bull. Pi; IV. ſuper forma Furamenti, & c. 88 
that it is not for want of Ignorance that this Ron 
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one and the ſame DoQtrine, and will have the 
to be Popiſh, becauſe the other is ſo. Befides 


4. I would tell him, fince he ſeems not yet to k] © 
it, that the Belief of this middle State was not of the 
Growth of Popery, but publickly taught and; profefied  - 


long before 
ſhewn from great Numbers of the ancient. Chriftian 
Writers; #nd amongſt others not only from the Re- 
cognitions attributed to S. Clement, I. I. c 52. and 1:8: 
c. 41. and the Queſtions and Anſwerz ad Orthodoxos d- 
mongſt Juſtin we Works, Qu. 74. but from 7a. 
ftin Martyr himſelf, Dial. c. Trypb. p. 223, and 306, 
307. from Irenæus, I. 5. c. 5, and 31. from Tertullian 
de anima, c. 55. Apol. c. 47. de Reſurrectione Carnit, 
c. 47. and c. Marcion. I. 4. c. 34, 35. from Origen itt 
Levit. Hom. 7. and in Num. hom. 26. & peri Arebon, 
I. 2. c. 12. from Euftathius Antiochenas, cited by Theo- 
dorer, Dial. 1. from Gregory Nyſſen de hominis opificta; 


c. 22. & de Anima & Reſurrect. p. 209. edit. 1638, _ 
des. 


from Lactantius Inſtit. I. 7. c. 21. from 8. 
Pſalm 120. from S. Ambroſe de hono mortis, c. 10. from 
8. Auguſtin, Coufeſſ. Lc and de Cu, Dei, I. 12. c. 9. 
and in Pſalm 36. conic. 1. from 8. Jeram. in Oſee, 6135 
from 8. Cbryſoſtom in Hebr, 1 I. 39, 40. Befides: whom 
divers other Authors might eaſily be produced, were 
not this Truth too well known, to need that I ſhould 
enlarge upon it. 4131-94 2x2 
3. Suppofing there were ſome who thought, as. the 
Reverend Doctor ſeems to do, that this Doctrine of an 
intermediate State does really favour of Popery, and 
Dr. Hickes in compliance with their. Ignorance thought 


fir to leave out of the latter Editions of the Devotions, 


_ — ſaid of wy this is as odd à Proof as one 
could well hit upon of a Tung of Popery 5 and nothing 
bur the Reverend Doctors great King 

differ from him, could prevail with him t6 pur this 
Interpretation upon it. ; 1 

+ At 4- Should 


- af 4 4 Fo AC _ l 
* 7 o * 
* a? a . 7 4 — 
* * : * þ ” 1 0 "Wo 
. \ n 
. - 
” . 
8 . 8 
, 6.1 — 


nels to ſuch as 


4 


4 


5 ( 16 ) 

they firſt compiled it? There is in reality nothing more 
in this Objection, than that it ſerves to raiſe a Duſt, 
and to create ſome ſort of Prejudice againſt ſuch whoſe 


: Notions ſuit not with his own. 


6. His next Argument is taken from the Deworions by 


way of Offices, publiſhed ſeveral years fince by Dr. Hickes ; 


in the farſt Edition whereof was a Paſſage relating, not 


to a Purgatory-Fire, which it muſt have been to make , 


it at all to our Reverend Doctor's purpoſe, but only to a 


middle State for departed Souls; wherein for them to 
wear off their Impurities, and improve in Goodneſs, 


till they be thoroughly fitted for the Holy of Holies. 
Hence he is pleaſed to collect, p. 10. that there is more 
in ſome Mens Hearts, Intent, and Meaning, than they are 


yet willing ſhould be known. What is in his Heart, In- 


tent, and Meaning in'this we all know. And accor- 
dingly I ſhall now ſet my ſelf to anſwer it, in theſe 
four following Particulars, 

1. Here, as I have already noted, is not one word about 
a Romiſh Purgatory-Fire, nor any Place appointed for it; 
without which this can be no token of any Inclination, as 
he with his wonted Charity would infinuate, towards Po- 


pery. An intermediate State of leſs perfect Happineſs and 


Glory, wherein the Soul may be ſuppoſed to be continual 
ly advancing to greater Meaſures of Holineſs and Purity, 
and ſo become fitter for the more immediate Fruition 
of Almighty God; and in order thereto may be preſu- 
med to wait with ſome Earneſtneſs for the Reſurre- 
ction, and that compleater Happineſs, that is to follow 


thereupon, is very different from the Romiſh Purgatory, 


where they teach, ſicut etiam in inferno, eſſe pænam ignis, 


Bellarm. de Purgat. I. 2. c. 10. that the Souls of the 


righteous are puniſhed with Fite, as thoſe of the wicked 


are in Hell; and are to be reſcued thence by the Pray- 


ers of the Faithful, and eſpecially by the acceptable 
Sacrifice of the Altar: Conc. Trid. Seſſ. 25. de Purgato- 
ris, and Bull. Pi; IV. ſuper forma Furamenti, c. 80 


that it is not for want of Ignorance that this geo 


* 


6 centre e K 0 


— — 


h 
il 
I 
fi 
V 
C 
b 
d 
1 


r 

Door fo readily confounds theſe two, as if they. were 

one and the ſame Doctrine, and will have the 

to be Popiſh, becauſe the other is ſo. Befideg”': >: 
4. I would tell him, fince he ſeems not yet do Rh, 

it, that the Belief of this middle State was not of the 
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Growth of Popery, but publickly taught and; profefied  - 


long before Popery was in being: As might eafily be 
— from great Numbers of the ancient Chriftian 
Writers; and amongſt others not only from the! Re- 
cognitions attributed to S. Clement, I. 1. C 52. and lG. 
c. 41. and the Queſtions and Anſwerg ad Orthodoxos d- 
mongſt Juſtin Martyr's Works, Qu. 74. but from Ja- 
ftin Martyr himſelf, Dial. c. Trypb. p. 223, and 306, 
207. from Ireneus, 1. 5. c. 5, and 31. Tertullian 
de anima, c. 55. Apol. c. 47. de Reſurrectione Carnit, 
c. 47. and c. Marcion. I. 4. c. 34, 35. from Origen in 
Levit. Hom, 7. and in Num. hom: 26. & peri Archon, 
I. 2. c. 12. from Euſftathius Antiochenas, Cited by Theo- 
dorer, Dial. 1. from Gregory Nyſſen de hominis opificto: 
c. 22. & de Anima & Reſurrect. p. 209. edit. 1638, 
from Lactantius Inſtit. I. 7. c. 21. from S. Hilary in 
Pſalm 120. from S. Ambroſe de bono martis, c. 10. from 
8. Auguſtin, Coufeſſ. Lc 3. and de Cru, Dei, I. 12. c. 9. 
and in Pſalm 36. 'conc:1. from 8. Jeram. in Oſee, cg. 
from S. Cbryſaſtom in Hebr. 11: 39, 40. Beſides whom 
divers other Authors might eaſily be produced, were 
not this Truth too well known, to need that I ſhould: 
enlaige upon iti. 1% hi a eb gt 
3. Suppofing there were ſome who thought, as the 
Reverend Doctor ſeems to do, that this Doctrine of an 
intermediate State does really ſavour of Popery, and 
Dr. Hickes in compliance with their Ignorance thought 
fir to leave out of the latter Editions of the Devotions, 
_ — ſaid of 1 * pn — one 
could well hit ' A Tang of Popery 5 and nothi 
bur the 4 Doctor's mw Kindwoſs to duch ag 
differ from him, could prevail with bim t6 put this 
Imerpretation upon it. f 1 
n B 4. Should 
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4. Should we farther ſuppoſe. that Dr. Hickes had 
exceeded his Bounds, and gone farther in this caſe than 
the Ancient Fathers had, though the places I have now 
referred to, with others of the like nature, will new 
tat he has not given the leaſt pretence for ſuch an Ac. | 
cuſation; yet ſuppoſing, I ſay, that he had done: it, 

was it not an exceſs: of Charity in this Reverend Do- 
ctor to charge this upon Them in the plural Number, 
as if all who believe the Sacrifice in the Euchariſt, or 
perhaps all the Non jurors, were .chargeable with it. 
Mith what intent this was done, himſelf beſt knows; i 
but ſure it was not to vindicate himſelf from the Charge 
of being a Party: man. Whether it has done it I leave 
to every one's Confideration to determine. I have 
ſnewn the Charge upon Dr. Hickes to be falſe: Bur if 
it had not been ſo, the charging it upon all of the ſame 

Principles with him in other reſpects, would have been 

all out as juſt, as it would be in me to charge the Re- 

verend Doctor, and others of his Perſuaſion, with all 

the Rereries of Mr. Fhiton. | 

=> Thus it appears how groundleſs all his Clamours as 

to Popery are, and how utterly unable he is to fix any 

thing like it upon Dr. Hickes and his Partiſans; and 
by conſequence how much wiſer it had been, and how 
much more for his own Reputation, never to have 
ſtarted ſuch an Objection againſt them, than firſt to 
charge them, and then come ſhart of his Proof. But 
it ſeems he very well underſtands Machiavel's Advice, 
Fortiter calumniare, aliquid adbærabit. I cannot think 
he did this purely to juſtify the Apologiſt's Charge a. 
gainſt himſelf, though in truth he has done it moſt 
effectually. For which reaſon I would deſire him to 
weigh with himſelf, whether he has not by this time 
ſufficiently evidenced himſelf to be an uncharitable Smi 
ter and Slanderer of his innocent Brethren, and to have too 
juſt a Title to all the other hard Epithets beſtowed 
upon him by the Apologiſt. tl 2 
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III. He is charged with vain Boaſting, and complains 
that he is wronged in it, p. 13. He pretends his words 
are miſrepreſented by the Apologiſt, who accuſes him 
of a Boaſting and Thraſonical Saying, wiz. in theſe 
words, To theſe Teftimonies I make no doubt but 1 can add 
the conſentient Suffrage of all the ancient Catholick Church, 
And what has he now faid to clear himſelf of this Ac- 
cuſation? Why truly he confeſſes this Paſſage (thus ci- 
ted) does ſeem ſomewhat vain at the firſt on his ſide. 
And till he can make out that conſenting Suffrage he 
boaſts of, I muſt own I am not able to vindicate him; 
and I doubt no body but himſelf would have thought 
it feaſible. Nevertheleſs I will tell you what he ſays 
for himſelf, though very little to the purpoſe, as you 
will quickly be convinced. 

Firſt, he pleads the Paſſage is not fairly cited, be- 
cauſe without the Parentheſis put in as the reaſon of it, 
which is this, whether of any Advantage to him or 
not I leave the Reader to judge; it is this, I ſay, not- 
withſtanding what ſome have boaſtingly ſaid to the contra» 
ry; Now it is confeſſed this Parentheſis was not re- 
peated in its place, but he very well knows it was not 
ſuppreſſed , but follows in leſs than two Lines after. 
And what hurt was done him by this, or what un- 
fairneſs there was in it, is. not eaſy to conceive, So 
that according to his own Confeſſion, the Charge yet 
bears hard on his fide, or in his own words, does ſeem - 


ſomewhat wain at the firſt. And I add, it will continue 


to do ſo till he ſhall have produced the conſentieut 
Suffrage he ſo confidently boaſts of. 

Well, but ſuppoſe the Parentheſis had been totally 
fuppreſſed, what Injury had been done him by it? 
Really not the leaſt that I can find ; for his Sentence 
was complete without it. And though he is pleaſed - 


to ſay, it was plainly his Deſign in it, to fix the Impu- 
tation of Vanity and Boaſting upon his Opponents , It is 
very plain that Deſign has groſly miſcarried. He has 


not been able to fix this Charge upon his Opponents, 
| | nor 
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nor "Ever will be, till he can confute their Arguments, 


and Anſwer the Authorities. they bring for themſelves. 
Nor can be be faid to have cleared bimſelf, till he 
tall have brought that eonſentient Suffrage of the an- 
cient Catholick Church, which he ſo vainly.pretended to; 
but which the Apologift knew, he could not bring, and 
for that reaſon 10 openly dared him to it; and which 
he himſelf by this time finds he cannqt, and therefore 
declines the Task, and, pretends other fort of Buſineſs 
for his Excufe, and contents himſelf with profeſſing, 
that he. believes, he could do it if he would. As the; 
Reader, if he pleaſes, may ſee, p. 16, 50, 51, 53. and 
for about 16.0 18 Pages following, where he beats 
about the Byſh, and would ſeem to ſay ſomething, for 
bis Hot anſwering the Challenge he has hrought upon 


himſelf; though to as little purpoſe as one Would de · 


fire. And, a gan . H 17, 260, 296. As alſo at ano. 


ther time, &. A zr de affirms, that hardly one Text of: | 


Scripture, or am Paſſage of Antiquity, has Dr. Hickes 
alledged bit what I can ſhew. you in ſome preceding Aus: 
thors, Wrence I obſerve that Dr. Hiekes ig not fo void: 
of Authogities on his fide; both, from Seripture and 


other Writers, as this Reverend DoQor, would have jt; 
thought. But this only by the way. If he can ſhew: 


this, why does he not ſo much as attempt to do it ? 
But perhaps his other Buſineſs will not let bim; or: 
elſe it is enough that he believes he could do it if he 


would. Whether this be Boaſting, or by what other 
Name it is to be called, I deſire even his beſt Friends 


to judge. If he can produce the pretended Authorities 
on his fide, why may we not have them? If he ſees 
that he cannot, why does he till go on to believe that 


ke can? He has ſo entangled himſelf betivixt his Belief 


of. bis Ability, and his real Inability to do it, that it 


is not in his Power to extricate himſelf. He adds, tbat 


this Parentheſis was added as the Reaſon of his Aﬀſer- 
tor, but certainly a very ſhallow and unreaſonable 


eng! If Caiat. cannot make out his Boaſts, what Evia 
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8 
dence is this that Mareus can make out his? Yet this is 
all the Reaſon that is to be found in his Parentheſßis. 
But does he call this Arguing? All that can be ſaid 
for it is, that it is the beſt he had, and you mult not 
blame him for not doing better when he could not. 

Yer after all I muſt confeſs, he will as ſoon find the 
conſentient Suffrage uf the Ancients on his fide, as that gf 
Biſhop Andrews, Atchbiſhop Lud, Mr. Mede, Riſhop: 
Fell, Biſhop Beveridge; and eſpecially the 'Jearngd 
Mr. Jobnſon (who has publiſhed a whole Book againlt 
his DoQrine) and divers others; whom yet he is pled- 
ſed, p. 41, 45, 14), 157, 158, 246. to preſs into his 
Service, even when writing directly againſt him. Here 
therefore I may reply to him in his own words, p. 116. 
If (as I think it is moFt plain) you are ſo much miſtakets 
in your Conſtruct ion and Application of modery Writers ; 
this is to me a wery fair preſumptive Ground, #bat you may 
be much rather ſo as touching the Ancients, -28h1, apdeared 


upon the Stage ſo many Teas ago, and expreſſed.tbemſetves 
in fuch Languages, as I believe, that neither. you-nor I do 


quite ſo well underſtand as our own, Bat why, do I f 


miſtaken concerning them? It does hot yet. appear that 


he has in good earneſt ever betaken - Mmſelf to the ſe- 
rious ſtudy of them. And no wonder then if he can 
better boaſt of their conſenting Suffrgge; than produce it. 
Farther, he will not allow the Authorities Dr. Hikes 
has brought for his Doctrine toi be of any Validity; 
though till he ſhall diſpfove them by more and better 


theywill-lye full in bis way. And he makes no que- 


ſtion, but he can turn good part of his Authorities a- 
gainſt himſelf, and ſo combat him with bis own Weas 
pen,'p 16. And much good may it do him, it he can. 
But till he does it, I mult put him in mind that Boaſt- 
ing is not proving, nor his vain belief any Conviction 
to thoſe that differ from him. | A 
Nor do I ſte what ground he had to complain, as 
he does p. 92. of the Diſadvantage he finds of waning, ; 
# great Aſſurance; ſince nothing can be a ſurer Mark of , 


B 3 a large 


„„ 


a large meaſure of that Qualification, than great Boaſt- 


ing and little Performance. Do but caſt your Eye upon 
the 16th, and ſome of the following Pages of his Book, 
and fee how exultingly he triumphs over Dr. Hickes, 


after all the Authorities he has cited for his Doctrine; 


and yet on the other hand, how hard he thinks it, that 


the Apologiſt ſhould queſtion the Authorities on his 


hde, when really he had not produced them. This, 


I ſuppoſe, is not to be looked upon as Tbraſonical Boaſt- 
ing, when coming from the Reverend Dr. Viſe, but is 
to be reckoned Candour and Ingenuity in him, howſo- 
ever it would be condemned as intolerable in Dr. Hikes, 


or any of his fide, 


Thus. I preſume, I have ſufficiently proved the 
Truth of the Apologiſt's Charge againſt the Reverend 
Dr. VMiſe, and that the hard words he has met with, 
and at which he is ſo highly offended, were owing to 
himſelf, and purely of his own procuring. And thus I 
ſhould have concluded this farſt part of my Reflections, 
but that there are two or three Particulars more to be 


taken notice of, before I proceed to the Dodtrine of the 
Sacrifice. „ | | | | 
1. The firſt is the Complaint this Reverend DoQor 
makes of the Apologiſt, p. 105. for not giving him 
his Title of ReEverREND, @ Character, ſays he, that as 


J take it # commonly beſtowed on the Clergy as ſuch. 


Dr. Hickes, it ſeems, had this Title given him, and 
Dr. Wiſe, though ftiled D. D., had it not. And this, 
ſays he, argues great Paſſion," great Partiality againſt 
me. Though; it I miftake not, the Reverend Doctor 


himſelf has been guilty of the fame Paſſon, the ſame 
Partiality afterwards againſt Dr. Hickes ; who, though 


he muſt be owned (not to derogate from Dr. Hakew:!'s 


Worth) to be far the greater Man of the two, is yet 
ſtiled barely Dr. Hickes, p. 292. whilſt at the ſame 


time he terms Dr. Hakewil the worthy Dr. Hakewil ; 


and ſo a little before, p. 291. Dr. Hickes and the Re- 
verend Dr. Hancock. So that if the Apologiſt were 


tripping | 
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tripping in point of good Manners, in not ſpeaking 
4 — e of Ax D. yet Dr. Wiſe of all Men 
ought not, for his on ſake, to have taken notice of 
it. And 1 am apt to think no body but he would 
have expoſed himſelf ſo much as to do it. But ho- 
culpable ſoever this Neglect were in the Apologiſt; 
my Comfort is, that I have taken Warning by it, and 
have been ſo careful not to offend in the ſame way, that 
he muſt acknowledge I have fully anſwered his utmoſt - 
Expectation in this 9, Ow little ſoever I may have 
done it in any other. I have kept ir all for him, and ne- 
ver once given to Dr. Hickes after the Title Page. Where- 

fore I leave him and the unmannerly A pologiſt to ſettle 
he this weighty Point between themſelves, and proceed. d 


4 


nd 2. He would inſinuate, no doubt out of an Exceſs of 
h, Candour towards Dr. Hickes and his Partiſans, as if 
to they had been the Contrivers of the Diſtinction be- 
SI BW twixt the High-Church and the Low, But he takes it 


1S, - to be paſt doubt, that this moft unbappy Diſtini#ion 
be w made by downright Papiſts, p. 111. I cannot but 
he ſuſpect that the Papiſts are ready enough to foment 

any Differences, and widen any Breaches, and propa- 
or gate any unbappy Diſtinctiůons that happen amongſt us; 


m but that they were the firſt Broachers of the Diſtin- 
as Qtion here mentioned is not ſo very evident, as that I 
5. ſhould have 20 doubt about it: For I mult tell him this 
ad unhappy Diſt inction is very near as old as himſelf, ba- 
is, ving been ſtarted betwixt 30 and 40 Years ſince. And 
oſt as to the revival of it, if he knows the Truth of what 
or he here ſo poſitively aſſerts, I ought to ſubmit to him, 
ne whilſt Ido not certainly know the contra y; and ſhould 
zh de glad to hear what Authority he has for his Aſſertion. 
I's At preſent I do not think the Diſtinction to have come 
et from either the Non. jurors, or the Papiſts, nor from 
1e the High-Church, but from the other Party, the firſt 
J; mention Jever heard of it, being from a Gentlewoman, 
e- who was either vey much for the Low-Chureh, ox rather, 
re I think, a profeſſed Diſſenter. 
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3. All that farther remains as to this frſt Part is, t 
obſerve with'what Candour and Ingenuity, whar Ju- 
ſtice and Impartiality, what Kindnefs and AﬀeCtion 
the Reverend Doctor treats thoſe who diffent from his 
Opinion. Towards the latter end of his Chrifian Eu- 
cbariſt, he makes great Proſeſſion of Love and Tender: 
neſs for thoſe who cannot concur in Judgment with 
him, and repreſents himſelf as an Example of 'fih- 
- gular Charity, and Meekneſs, and Compaſſion; and. 
cries out lamentably againſt the Apologift, and char- 
ges him ſeverely with want of theſe good Quali- 
ties. Say what you will to 3 Is be, 
p. 320. © I love the Truth and Peace; and zocording- 
 * lyI do ingenaoufly own, that if you had managed 
* your ſelf with Evenneſs, this, if any thing, would 
* have made me think the better of your Cauſe; 
* whereas your boiſtetous way of defending it, has in- 
*. deed” ſer me at 4 greater diſtance from it, than I 
cus before; &c, And again, p- 321. The Fa: 
<.-rtiers * of the” Church have obſerved in the Primi- 
< tive Times, that nothing conduced more effectually 
*© toward the Propagation of the Goſpel, than the 
*. Sweetnefs, Unity, and Love of thoſe who preached 
% it. The Reverſe of which J am very ſorry $0,00- 
5. ſerve in you}; as if in the Heat and Hurry of your 
** Sacrifice, you ſeem to have utterly forgot, that the 
-** Euchariſt is a Feaſt of Love, & And once more, 
p. 322. © Leave thy Gift before the Altar, and go thy 
. *© way, fir#t be reconciled to thy Brother, and then come 
and offer thy Gift. In order to which, there ſhall 
be no difficulty on my fide, I being as ready to for- 
give jou, as I defire to be forgiven. And now pray 
* conclude 4 fortiori, that if after all your great Pro- 
**--yocations, I am not in a Paſhon at you, I was very 
fat from being in one before, and therefore that 
4 inſtead of what you have been pleaſed to call me, 
** Lam a very eatient Man; with more of the like 
Commendarions of himſelf, He lives amongſt ill 
——_ ee : Nieigh- 
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Neighbours,--and- is forced therefore, to -publiſh bis 
ov Praiſe, *becauſe none of them will do it for him. 
Now who. that ſees theſe contrary Characters of this 
Reverend Doctor,, this very patient Aan, and of his 
Opponents, would not be tempted to. think that he, 
good Man, were groſly abuſed and vilified, and that 
under all his ill. Uſage he had ſhewed himſelf a per- 
fect Saint, as meek as a Lambs that he ſuffered not a- 
ny indecent Expreſſion to come out of his Mouth; 
but, on the other hand, Dr. Hickes and the A pologiſt 
were very foul-mouthed, railing, abuſive Writers, and 
needed large and generous Forgiveneſs from him? A 
Perſon wholly unacquainted with Parties, and their 
Characters, except what he received from him would 
hardly know how to paſs any other Judgment upon 
them, Vet a little Infight into his Writings will e- 
vince it beyond all Contradiction, that it is poſſible 
for a Man, to. be very. much. miſtaken. concerning him- 
ſelf, and, ſome may be fe aral. Lincei, intus Talpe, and 
much eaſier ſee 4 Mate. in their Brother's Eye, than a 
Beam in their on. What the Caſe of the Apologiſt is, 
you, have ſeep already; and. no doubt are ready to- 
acquit him, But now be pleaſed to take notice, how the 
Reverend Doctor would. be ſyre to be even with him, for 
whatever Abuſes be conceives himſelf to have received 
rom him; to uſe his own Language, he has given 
bim a Rowland for hs Oliver, has paid bim home with 4 
Vengeance, with downright Charges. of a yet worſe Nature. 
Herg therefore 1 hold my ſelf, obliged to. repreſent the 
Reverend Doctor to himſelf,, and let him ſee his own: 
Face; how unwittingly. he bas levelled his Artillery a- 
gainſt himſelf, whillt he deſignd it for his Opponent; - 
and then leave him to judge whether he be indeed 
ſuch. a Pattern of Meekneſs, Quietneſs and Patience as 
he, would be thought to be. See then ſome of the 
Flowers of his Rhetorick, ſome of the Complements; 
he ſo. liberally beſtows upon the Apologiſt for endea- 
youring to dilcoyer, him to himſelf, He charges him, 
u! | . ; p. 4+ 
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p. 4. with Want of Judgment and good Manners, ex- 


neſs and Rudeneſs ; with angry Epithets,' fiery Darts, and 
filthy Dirt, p. II. with giving up the Name of Chriftian 
to ftave off that of Papiſt, and with Cavils and petulant 
Refle#jons, p. 12. with a keen, blooddrawing Pen, p. 58. 
4 Pen proſtitute, beggarly and mercenary, p 55. a Pen 
dipt in Poyſon, p. 314. with à little Paper empty of Senſe, 


and full of Ill. Language, Scurrility, Malice, and Boaſting, 


p- 56. with an wnchriſtian Offspring, p. 57. with a dog- 
ged Temper, p. 58. with ſarcaſtical Inſulting, and a cur- 
riſh Return, p. 65. with Variety of Tergiverſations , and 
prepared Loopholes, Preſumption and Obſtinacy, p.77. with 
Chriſtian Malice, Craft and Malice, p. 89. with Failings | 

rather in Will than Underſtanding, p. 91. with Unreaſo+ 
nableneſs and Spite, p. 92, and 101. with prejudicate 

cenſuring, delirom arguing, and being moſt * and 

impertinent, p. 100. with Arts and Cunning , Wiles and 
Hooks, p. II 3. with Malice and Ihvil, p. 1 27. with Blun- 
ders, p. 129. with working and boiling Malice, Rancour, 


ſwelling Spleen, p. 137. with Fury and boiſterous Carriage, 


p. 141. with Raving and downright Fury, p. 143. with 
Spleen and Malice, p. 147: with Partiality backed with 
the utmoſt Malice and Falſhoods, and Cowardiſe as ell as 
Crueliy joined with Partiaity, p. 14.8. with returning Ca- 
for Anſwers, Peeviſhmeſs and Paſſion, p. 15 1. with 
Peeviſbneſs and Prejudice, p. 159. with Sophiſtry, p. 202, 
and arguing in & futile manner, p. 293. with whinin 
Cant, vented Gall, and poiſonows Rancour , Railing a 
Reviling, p. 315, 320. He calls him Makebate, Peeviſh- 
Prejudiced, Furioſo, p. 129, 159, 314. and his Apolo- 
gy a Fardel of Scurrility and Menſonge , that is in En- 
gliſb, of Lies, p. 285. Behold here the Decorum in di- 
ſputing he recommedds from Bp. Sanderſon, p. 318. 
and what wonderful Ingenuity, Modeſty and Candour, 


he has taken Care to ihew throughout his Work, in 
- Obedience to the Advice of that judicious and excel - 


lent Prelate. And if he ſhall think fit to reflect a lit- 
tle upon theſe undeniable Inſtances of his own Frailty; 
\ | Iam 
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I am defirous to hope he will either forbear writing 

Vindications of himſelf for the future, or will do it 
with greater Temper, Caution, Prudence, Civility and 
Chriſtianity. If it be true, as has been ſaid of him, 
that he wrote this Vindication to preſerve his Credit 

amongſt the Ladies, I am afraid he has miſtaken his 

Aim: Nor indeed is it any Complement to the Ladies, 
to imagine that they will ever be delighted with this 
ſort of indecent Language. Bur, be that as it will, it 

is to be hoped ſuch a Sight of himſelf, may poflibly 
make him aſhamed of this ruſtick Treatment of an 
Adverſary, as neither agreeable to Bp. Sanderſon's Pre - 
ſcription, nor to the Meekneſs, Calmneſs and Patience, 

which the Goſpel enjoyns, and himſelf makes fo large 
Profeſſion of. 

Thus I have gone through the firſt thing I under-- 
took to treat of, the Reverend Doctor's Vindication of 
himſelf againſt the ſeveral Charges of the Apologiſt, 
where I bave ſhewn, that whatever Cauſe was given 
for theſe Charges in the Sermon, he has taken ef- 


fectual Care, to make them fully out in his Vindica- 


tion; and by conſequence , that he had much better 
have omitted this Fart of his Anſwer to the Apology. 
And whether he had not better have let what he bas 


ſaid about the Sacrifice in the Euchariſt alone likewiſe, + 


I come next ro enquire, | 


II. 
Conſidering the Plenty of Teſtimonies Dr. Hickes has 
brought for the Doctrine of the Chriſtian Sacrifice, one 
would have thought that no one ſhould have preten- 
ded to diſpute that Point with him, but who was able 
either to diſprove his Citations, as not fairly quoted, 
or elſe to prove them to be miſconſtrued by him, and 
that they were meant in another Senſe than what he 
puts upon them : And how well the Reverend —— 
has performed his Part in either of theſe reſpects 
comes now to be conſidered, FI, n 
5 ; e 
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. Fhe former of theſe 'Undettakings he does not ſo 
much as attempt / that is. to prove that his Citations 
are not fairly alledged: But all his Force is bent the- 
other way, to try what Proof he can give, that the 
Words are wreſted to an improper Senſe, and contraty 
to what was intended by the Authors, from whom they 
are cited. Here therefore I muſt follow him; and ſhall 
accordingly make it my Bufineſs to do theſe two things. 

I. To enquire into the Force of his principal Argu- 
ments for the Proof of what he has undertaken :- And, 

II. To take notice of ſome other Paſſages in him that | 
1 t * to be juſtly exceptionable. 

To enquire into the Force of his principal Augu- 
ments for the Proof of what he has undertaken: Where 
I would obſerve both what he acknowledges and what 
he denies. _ 

1. He acknowledges concerning the H. Euchariſt, 
Pref. to his Chriſtian Euchari#t, that the Ancients called 
4 4 Sacrifice, or Oblation; and again, They did in Fact 

2 to prevent the Bread and Mine at the boly Table as the- 

opte's Oblations: And p. 5. he ſays, They are called a true 
— proper Sacrifice: And, p. 31, 3 2. he admits it for an 
undoubted Truth, that the Ancients confeſſedly called the; 
Bread. and Wine,” when conſecrated, by the Name of a ren] 
Sacrifice Thus much he affents to; and one would 
think it were Conceſſion enough, of the Truth and cer- 
tainly of the Doctrine of the Sacrifice. Hereupon there- 
fore it is natural to enquire. © 
2. What it is he denies, u what Reaſons he gives 
for ſach his Denial. 

1. What it is he denies: And in ſhort he denies. 
that this is a true and real Sacrifice, or that the ancient 
Fathers ever meant it to be ſo, > tho! in Words they 
owned its being ſo. * 

2. What his Reaſons were for ſuch a Denial of the 
Sacripce after all Dr. Hickess Authorities, and his own: 
Conceſſions in its Favour, And here to give you the 


belt 3 [ can of , I ſhall briefly ſet them 
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before you , that you may Judge of the Power and 
Force of them. To which end 1 obſerve firſt, that, 
1. He gives you his own Word for it, that he is in 
the right, and the Ancients did not believe the Eucha · 
riſt to be in reality what they called it. He tells you 
in his Preface, that truly, and properly,” and it ſelf eomſi. 
dered, it i but only a Sacrament, though it may be, and 
has been figuratively and improperly called a Sacrifice or 
Oblation : And, p. 30. he owns that amongſt the Fathers, 
the Bread and Wine have indeed been called nt only Sa- 
crificium but verum & propitiatorium. Only he adds, 
Not as being- ſuch themſelves , or really and truly, though: 
called a repreſenting Sacyifice. And again, p. 32. Though 
the Ancient. confelſedly called the Bread and Wine , e 
conſecrated, by the Name of a real Sacrifice, jet you cans 
net from hence infer, that they therefore looked upon them 
to be indeed one. All which voluntary Declaratians.of 
his amount only to this, That he will not have the 
Euchariſt to be a Sacrifice, and therefore it muſt not 
be one, whatever the Ancients have thought of it, 
though never ſo conſtantly maintained by them to be 
ſo. He, it ſeems, knew their Judgment in the Caſa 
better than they did themſelves; and it is hard if we 
will believe themſelves rather than him, when he tells 
vs what they intended, though they tell us plainly they 
did not intend it: A moſt confounding:Argument ! and 
which muſt unavoidably ſilence both Dr. Hickes and the 
troubleſome Apologiſ . 
2. He believes he has the conſentient Suffrape of the An- 
cent Catholick Church on bis Side: And this he repeats 
over and over, as I have already noted. And th 
when moſt earneſtly challenged ro open bis Pack, and. 
produce his Ware; he reſolutely refuſes to do it, and 
complains of it as an unreaſonable Demand, yet {tilt 
he preſſes this his Belief, as if every one were bound a- 
gainſt all Senſe and Reaſon, and their own Knowledge 
to the contrary, to beliexe him as well furniſhed with 
Authorities, as he profeſſes to believe he poſſibly might 
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(30 
be, though he knows not whence, or when. He de- 
mands what Right the Apologiſt has to challenge from 
bim what he terms the conſentient Suffrage of the Ancient 
Catholick Church ; and again, pretends it is not tanti, 
and that ir is unreaſonable to put him upon ſo-needleſs 
a Task, p.53, 54. And by what Name he thinks this 
ſort of playing faſt and looſe deſerves to be called, I 
know not; but I am ſatisfied every Body elſe muſt 
look upon it as trifling to the laſt Degree: I cannot 
but perſuade myſelf he would highly condemn a Wri- 
ter for Popery, who being to anſwer the numerous Au- 
thorities againſt Tranſubſtantiation recited in * The full 
View of the DoQrines and Practices of the Ancient Ghurch re- 
lating to the Eucharift; Or thoſe againſt the Pope's Su- 
premacy in Dr. Barrow on that Subject, ſhould only re- 
ply, that he verily believ'd there was evidenee againſt 
them, but it was not fair to expect that he ſhould be at 
the Pains of collecting it, when he could employ his 
time much better another way; It was ſufficient he be- 
lieved he could do it. Yet is this directly his own Caſe. 

3. This is the Doctrine of Non,. jurors, and they are 
as earne ft at thu Functure to preſs and propagate it, as if 
the whole Sum of Religion were at Stake, p. 5. As if all 
manner of Truth had forſaken the Non. jurors, and 
whatever they taught mult needs be ſalſcʒ by which Rule 
he muſt throw away his Bible, becauſe theſe abominable 
Non, jurors ſtand up for its DoQtrines againſt Atbeiſts, 
Deiſts, Socinians, Whiſton, Taland, and its other Ene- 
mies. Beſides that, he ſeems to have quite forgot, that 
but a little above two Pages before, he had rejoiced in, 
and heartily thanked theſe very fame Non-jurors, as bad 
as they are now, for many of their uſeful Labours, which 
he equally valued with thoſe of any other Perſons, and al- 
ways read them without the leaſt Prejudice. But to let 
this paſs; Why now the Doctrine of Non jurors? Is 
it not evidently the Doctrine of Jurors too? And has 
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not one of them, a Perſon of great Worth and Leam- 


ing, lately written a very judicious Book in defence of 
of it, called the Propitiatory Oblation? Why then are 


the Non jurors ſingled out as the only Advocates for 
it? Or why it muſt ſuffer upon their Account? No 


doubt this was deſigned as an Inſtance of that ſingu- 


lar Affection this Reverend Doctor bears to them, which 


makes him catch at every the remoteſt Occaſion of gi- 
ving them a Specimen of it. He owns himſelf, p. 4. 
that it does not appear he ever thought, or ſaid, there was 


@ Connection between the reſet Eſt abliſhment and the holy 
e 


Euchariſt ; but yet this ſerves for a Reflection upon that 
vile paſſive ſort of Men, and whillt ir does ſo, no mar- . 
ter how far it be from the Cauſe in hand, it muſt net 
be forborn. * 

4. He denies divers of the Proofs alledged by Dr. 
Hickes, but without any Diſproof of them. When re- 
citing Bp. Overal, Bp. Andrews, and a great many more 
very weighty Writers, appealed to by Dr. Hickes, and 
again mentioned by the Apologiſt, be adds, p. 116, 
After all Ldo not ſcruple to affirm, that very few, if any, 
of theſe (except Pr. Heylyn , the firſt that ever breach 
your Doctrine among the Reformed) or of thoſe other Mo- 
derns whom you have named, do hold the Euchariſt to be 
a Sacrifice in the Senſe that Dr. Hickes aſſerts it: Thu 1 
may truly ſay of ſeverai of- them who are dead, as well as 
others who are now living, and would, I believe, upon 
Occaſion, be ready to confirm the ſame tbemſelves. This 
he does not ſcruple to aſſert, he believes, he thinks it. 
And now who dares queſtion the Truth of it? Yet if © 
any ſhould be ſo unmannerly as to ask what Reaſon 
he has for ſuch his Opinion, truly no other, but that it 
is his Opinion; and ſure no Body will doubt his be- 
ing in the right: This is doing Buſineſs. And after 
ſuch convincing Evidence, ſuch abundant Demonſtra- 
tion, who can ſtand our any longer? But this is not 
all; for, from this his own Aſſertion, Belief and Ibougbe, 
he victoriouſly proceeds to tell us, what Judgment is to 
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be, though he knows not whence, or when. He de- 
mands what Right the Apologiſt has to challenge from 
bim what he terms the conſentient Suffrage of the Ancient 
Catholick Church ; and again, pretends it is not tanti, 
and that ir is unreaſonable to put him upon ſo needleſs 
a Task, p. 53, 54. And by what Name he thinks this 
ſort. of playing faſt and looſe deſerves to be called, I 
know not; but I am ſatisfied every Body elſe muſt 
look upon it as trifling to the laſt Degree: I cannot 
but perſuade myſelt he would highly condemn a Wri- 
ter for Popery, who being to anſwer the numerous Au- 
thorities againſt Tranſubſtantiation recited in * The full 
View of the DoQrines and Practices of the Ancient Ghurch re- 
lating to the Euchariſt; Or thoſe againſt the Pope's Su- 
premacy in Dr. Barrow on that Subject, ſhould only re- 
ply, that he verily believ'd there was evidenee againſt 
them, but it was not fair to expect that he ſhould be at 
the Pains of collecting it, when he could employ his 
time much better another way; It was ſufficient he'be- 
lieved he could do it. Yet is this directly his own Caſe. 

3. This is the Doctrine of Non, jurors, and they are 
as earne#t at this Funclure to preſs and propagate it, as if 
the whole Sum of Religion were at Stake, p. 5. As if all 
manner of Truth had «forſaken the Non-jurors, and 
whatever they taught mult needs be alice; by whichRule 
he muſt throw away his Bible, becauſe theſe abominable 
Non-jurors ſtand up for its DoQrines againſt Atbeiſts, 
Deiſts, Socinians, Whiſton, Toland, and its other Ene- 
mies. Beſides that, he ſeems to have quite forgot, that 
but a little above two Pages before, he had rejoiced in, 
and heartily thanked theſe very fame Non-jurors, as bad 
as they are now, for many of their uſeful Labours, which 
he equally valued with thoſs of any other Perſons, and al- 
ways read them without the leaſt Prejudice. But to let 
this paſs; Why now the Doctrine of Non jurors? Is 
it not evidently the Doctrine of Jurors too? And has 

* Printed for Richard Chiſwel at the Roſe and Crown in St. Pauls 
Church-yard, 1688. BT N 
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not one of them, a Perſon of great Worth and Leam- 
ing, lately written a very judicious Book in defence of 
of it; called the Propitiatory Oblation © Why then are 
the Non jurors ſingled out as the only Advocates for 
ir? Or why it muſt ſuffer upon their Account? No 
doubt this was defigned as an Inſtance of that fingu- 
lar Affection this Reverend Doctor bears to them, which 
makes Him catch at every the remoteſt Occaſion of 
ving them a Specimen of it. He owns himſelf, p. 4. 
that it does not appear he ever thought, or ſaid, there was 
a Connection between the preſent Eſtabliſhment and the holy 
Euchariſt , but yet this ſerves for a Reflection upon that 
vile paſſive ſort of Men, and whillt ir does ſo, no mar- . 
ter how far it be from the Cauſe in hand, it muſt not 
be forborn, Wan 
4. He denies divers of the Proofs alledged by Dr. 
Hickes, but without any Diſproof of them. When re- 
citing Bp. Overal, Bp. Andrews, and à great many more « 
very weighty Writers, appealed to by Dr. Hickes, and 
again mentioned by the Apologiſt, be adds, p. 116, 
After all Ldo not ſcruple to affirm, that wery few, if any, 
of theſe (except Dr, Heylyn , the firſt that ever broack'l 
your Doctrine among the Reformed ) or of thoſe other Mo- 
derns whom you have named, do hold the Euchariſt to be 
4 Sacrifice in the Senſe that Dr. Hickes aſſerts it: Thi 1 
may truly ſay ſeveral f them who are dead, as well as. 
others who are now living, and would, I believe, upon 
Occaſion, be ready to confirm the ſame themſelves. This 
he does not ſcruple to aſſert , he believes, he thinks it. 
And now who dares queſtion the Truth of it? Yer if * 
any ſhould be ſo unmannerly as to ask what Reaſon 
he has for ſuch his Opinion, truly no other, but that it 
is his Opinion; and ſure no Body will doubt his be- 
ing in the right: This is doing Buſineſs. And after 
ſuch convincing Evidence, ſuch abundant Demonſtra- 
tion, who can ſtand our any longer? But this is not 
all; for, from this his own Aſſertion, Belief and Thowght, 
he victoriouſly proceeds to tell us, what judgment is to 
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be paſſed upon the Teſtimonies of the Ancients, 


Againſt his Opinion. Aud if (as I think it is moſt 


plain) Pray mark that, oft plain though without 
any manner of Proof that it is plain in the leaſt De- 
gree, or indeed that it is not abſolutely falſe. V fnys 
he, (as I think it moft plain) you are ſo much miſta- 
Len in your Conftruction and Application of modern Wri- 
ters; this 1 to me a fair preſumptive Ground, that you 
may be much rather ſo, as touching the Ancients, who ap- 
peared wpon the Stage ſo may Tears ago, and expreſſed 
themſelves in ſuch Languages as, I believe, that neither 
you nor I do quite ſo well underſtand as our own And 


indeed if yon and Dr. Hickes can no more ſhew theſe lat- 


iy to be for him, than the former, then ſhall I not 
ubt but gain my Point by the Strength of their conſenting 
Suffrage Here I repear the Reverend Doctor's own 

ords, that you may ſee how weak, how vain, how 


\ preſumptive, how purely imaginary his Foundation is, 


and. how grgundleſs, how precarious, how groſly un- 
Htisfactory his: SyperſtruQture. I do verily :hink, be- 
eve, and afſert that a Man of very.good Learning, 


would hardly be able, out of all his Reading, to col- 


le ſuch a feeble, unconcluſive Argument as this is. 
One that is more ſo is impoſſible to be produced from 
any the moſt infignificant Author that ever wrote. | 

F. A material Eucbariſtical Sacrifice is 4 Contradiction, 


be thinks in terms, p. 116, 121. An Aſſertion he will 


never be able to maintain, till he can prove againſt all 
the Accounts we have, either from Scriptarez. particu- 
larly Levit. 7. 11, 12. 2 Sam. 6. 17. 1 Kings 3. 15. 
1 Cbron. 16. 1. 2 Chron, 31. 2. Pſal. 116. 16, 17. but 
moſt expreſly Levi. 7. 15. where we read of the Peace- 
Offerings for Thankſgiving 3, or from other Writers con- 
cerning the Peace Offerings amongſt the Jens; that 
they were not a Material Euchariſtical Sacrifice : J have 
that Opinion of him, as little as I know. bim, that 
I am verily perſuaded he will not ſay, either that theſe 


Sacrifices were not Materiab ar not of divine Inſtitu- 


tion, 
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tion, or that any Sacrifice inſtituted by God was a C 


tradict ion in Terms: Wherefore of neceſſity he muſt 


own himſelf in an Errour, if any ſort of theſe Obla- 


tions was Euchariſtical, as they undoubtedly were. They, 


ſays Bp. Patrick on Levit; 3. I. ſeem to me to have gi- 
ven the beſt Account of this, [ Name of Peace - Offering] 
who, becauſe Peace in their Language ſignifies Proſperity, 
and Happineſs, rbink theſe were called Peace - Offerings, 


becauſe they were principally thankful Acknowledgments of 


Mercies received from Ged's Bounty; And Grotiu upon 
the fame Place reckons up three forts of DOMW or 
Peace-Offerings : Of which the firſt is awveors | confeſ- 
fro, ſive gr gee, acceptum beneficium, an Acknow- 
ledgment of, or Praiſe for a Bleſſing received; conſo- 
nantly to what we read of King Hezekiah, 2 Chron, 
29. 31, that he called to bring the Sacrifices and Thank- 
Offerings into the Houſe of the Lord; And the Congrega- 
tion brought in Sacrificer and Thank-Offerings, and as 
many as were of a free Heart Burnt-Offerings. In the O- 
riginal the Word is MW Thanks or Praiſes; and is 


ſo rendered in the Margin of our Bibles; but it is con- 


cluded by the Commentators upon it to mean the 
Peace Offering : So that theſe Peace-Offerings being 
both Material and Euchariſtical, it manifeſtly fol- 
lows , that a Material Euchariſtical Sacrifice was not 
then looked upon as any Contradiction at all. And, I 
am confident this Reverend Doctor will think again 
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* $o alſo ſays Bertram, de rep. Jud. c. 1. Ex Euchariſticis ¶ Sacri- 
ſiciis] uſitatas fuiſſe Primitias conſtat ex Gen. 4. 4. Decimas, ex 
Gen. 14. 20. & 28. 22. Proſperitates, ex Gen. 31. 54. & Exod. 
20. 24. C 24+ 8. (que enim dunbus poſterioribus locis , wel praſcri- 
pta vel geſta dicuntur, acciderunt antequam lata eſſet lex de Sacrifi- 
cis Proſperitatum, que extat in Levitico) & Exod. 18, 12. ex inter- 
pretatione Aben · Hezræ. See alſo Dr. Spencer de leg. Hebr. I. 3. Diſ- 
ſertat. 2. C. 3. And Abrabanel who teſtifies that the peace - Of- 


ferings were Ng. DN) N H AR fometimes by way of 


Thanks, and ar ocher times as the fulfilling of a Vow, Exord. Com- 
ment. in Levit. p. 330. | 
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and again with himſelf, before he will- undertake to 


prove it was. | 

Dr. Oatram obſerves that in primordia mundi, when no 
Sacrifices were in uſe, but Burnt · Offerings, hoc idem ſacri- 
fecii genus & cvx11xev erat & cy aps, theſe were offe- 
red both by way of Supplication and of Thankſgiving , de 
Sacr. I. I. c. Io. And c. 11. F. 2. he acquaints us that their 
Euchariſtical $ acrifices were deſigned enly by way of Gra- 
titude and Praiſe to God, and to commemorate hu Goodneſs. 


And from Abrabanel yn dy dN, that this fort of 


Offerings were for what was paſt and had been already 
obtained. Philo mentions ras Duorwy coyapysias Sacri- 
fices by way of Thanks, and, I hope, the Reverend 
Doctor will not undertake to prove that ſuch were ei- 
ther no Sacrifices, or not Euchariſtical, de Vitim. 1. 2. 

6. He appeals to St. Chryſoſtom, p. 31. and ſome o- 
thers, p. 72. to prove the Euchariſt a Commemorative 
Sacrifice; which will very readily be granted him, on 


condition he will but prove it ever the leſs a Sacrifice 


for being ſo The Sacrifices amongſt the Jews were 
not the leſs Sacrifices for being Typical of our Bleſſed 
Saviour's Sacrifice of himſelf upon the Croſs : Nor 
their Paſcba for being Commemorative of their mira- 
culous Preſervation, when the Firſt-horn of the Eg y- 
ptians were all thin. And, till he ſhall condeſcend to 
inform me better, I ſhall not be able to conceive why 
a Commemoration of our Saviour's Oblation of him- 
ſelf upon the Croſs as paſt, may not be, to all Intents 
and Purpoſes, as true and proper a Sacrifice, either as 
thoſe which prefigured it to come, or particularly as 
that amongſt them, which was alſo a —— 
of a far leſs Deliverance than what ouf Lorod wrought 
for us. Vet this he lays a great Streſs upon, as though 
it carried its own evidence along with it, and were up- 
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Sacrifice every one mult needs fee, who will but be 
| perſuaded 
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perſuaded to caſt his Eye over Exod. 12. 14, 17, 24, 
25, 26, 27. And Buxtorf tells us, Synag. Fad. c. 18. 
that they uſed to ſing at it with a loud Voice, Te & 
the Bread of Poverty and Aſftiction, which our Fathers ate 
in Egypt; and again, We are bound to confeſs, praiſe, 
magniſie, extoll, worſhip, and bleſs bim, who wrought all 
theſe Signs for us and our Parents, who tranſlated ms out 
of Bondage into Liberty, out of Mourning into Joy, out of 
Sadneſs into Days of Feſt iwvity and Rejoicing, out of Dark- 
neſs into Light : Than which nothing can be more ex- 
preſly both Commemorative and Euchariſtical. Nor 
do I find that this Ordinance was ever ſpoken of by 
the Jews, or by others who have anciently treated of 
it, under any other Notion than of a true and proper 
Sacrifice. And that St. Paul underſtood it to be fo ap- 
pears from 1 Cor. 5. 7, 8. where ſpeaking of our bleſ- 
{ed Saviour's dying for us, he compares it to the Few- 
iþ Paſſover, whereby his Death had been naturally 
typified, and expreſly declares of him, that he was ſa- 
crificed as being our myſtical Paſſover ; which had been 
an unaccountable Form of Speech, if the Paſſover had 
not been a true and real Sacrifice. Chriſt our Paſſover is 
ſacrificed for us ſays theApoltte, therefore let as keep rhe Feaſt, 

Joſe phus, it is true, when ſpeaking of the time of 
the Paſſover, calls it only the Feaſt of the Paſſover, but 
when mentioning its Inſtitution, he tells us plainly, 
that waves wegs todo e , BC. they all ſa- 
crificed at their leaving Egypt; and preſently after, that 
down to his own time they ſacrificed yearly, calling it 
the Feaſt of the Paſſover, Antiq. I. 2.c. 2. And again, 
de ſtiles it T Suzie, nv Tore Fas *Aryurl1s Ivo 
wegaro! s, Wacya Meſouyn, the Sacrifice, which, 
as I told you before, we offered at our coming out if E- 
gypt, called the Paſſover, |. 3. c. 10: And again to the 
{ame Purpoſe, c. 11. See alſo Exod. 23. 18. and 34. 
25. in both which Places God ſets a Note upon it, cal- 
ling it, by way of Eminence, my Sacrifice. | 
And now if this were a _ Material Sacrifice, and 

ä 2 not 


| 
| 
$ 
? 
N 
ö 
5 
| 


» 2 — — 


- 


(36) 
not the leſs ſo, for being Commemorative, it is unde- 
niable that the Commemoration in the holy Euchariſt, 
is no Argument at all that it is not a true and real Sa - 
crifice : And by conſequence, whatſoever St. Cbryſo- 
ſtom, or any other of the Fathers have faid of its being 
a Commemorative Sacrifice, makes nothing againft Dr. 
Hickes , or any thing he has ſaid: And if St. Chry/o- 


from ſay of the Euchariſt, that it is a Sacrifice, or rather 


a Commemoration of a Sacrifice, this is well enough ac- 
counted for by Dr. Hickes's Regulus, who. is nevertheleſs 
a King for hang the Repreſentative of another much 
greater King or Emperour- if 
The beſt of it is, that after all the Reverend Do- 
Qtor's Averſion to a Commemorative or Repreſentative 
Sacrifice, we are at length come ſo near an Agreement 
about it, that, it is to be hoped, the Difference will 
eaſily be accommodated : Dr. Hickes had urged, that 
as the Sacrifices of the old Law, were never the leſs Sacri- 
fices, though they were Figures and Types of the one Sacri- 
fice of the Croſs ; ſo is the Sacrifice of the New Teſtament 
never the leſs a proper Sacrifice of Bread and Mine, tho“ 
it ſets forth and repreſents the ſame Sacrifice, of which the 
Legal Sacrifices were Types. Wherefore as to be a Type did 
not deſtroy the proper Nature and Notion of a Legal Sacri- 
ſce; fo neither doth it deſtroy the proper Nature and No- 
tion of the Evangelical, to be a Repreſentation, &c. Which 
the Reverend Doctor readily grants; for, ſays he, pray 
who ſays it does? Only he does it with one unneceſſary 
Reſervation, which being once ſhewn to be unneceſla- 
Ty, it is to be hoped he will be of our fide, p. 290. 
The Reſervation is, that we grant what we term the 
Evangelical, to be a Sacrifice antecedently to its being 4 
Repreſentation, and in ſhort, that the New Teſtament aſ- 
ſures us, that the Euchariſt is a Sacrifice as well as a Re- 
preſentation of one. Whereto I anſwer, 1. He has not 
ſhewn the Jewiſh Sacrifices to be any more ſo, abſtra- 
Qedly from their being Repreſentative. or Impetratory, 
or Euchariſtical than our Bread and Wine are. And he 
on ougt.t 
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ought not to take it for granted without ſome Proof. 
2. If he demand the word Sacrifice to be ſhewn him 
in the New Teſtament, as applied to the holy Eucha- 
riſt, he has been told by Dr. Hickes, that it is no more 
called a Sacrament there than it is a Sacrifice. 3. If 
a full Proof of it from Scripture, though not named 
there by that Name, will not ſatisfy him, he is too 
unreaſonable. And if it will, he may find enough of 
that in Dr. Hickes's Cbriſtian Priefthood Aſſerted; and a 
great deal more than he will ever be able to anſwer. 
Yet till he does anſwer it effectually, he ought not to 
depend upon the contrary Doctrine as a Truth: 

7. He takes the Euchariſts being called an Oblation 
for a Proof that it was not a true and real Sacrifice, p. 22. 
And again a little after, p. 25. he quarrels with the 
Apologilt, for ſaying there was a ſolemn Oblation of the 
Bread and Wine in the holy Euchariſt, and that theſe were 
really ſet before God by the Prieſt, whoſe preſenting and 
offering them is as real, external, material an Oblation, as 
if be 2 offered a Bullock or a Lamb. And he will by 
no means allow that this is to ſay a true and proper 
Sacrifice. Let I can hardly think he does indeed be- 
licve, that either the Author of the Propitiatory Oblation, 
or the Apologiſt, or Dr. Hickes did really intend leſs 
than a true and proper Sacrifice, by what they have 
111d to this purpoſe. But he proceeds. Nor can you think 
that a Jew or a Heathen would grant or acknowledge 
this, one of whoſe grand Objections againit Chriſtianity 
was, that the Profeſſors of it had no real Altars, no ma- 
terial Sacrifices ; to which, ſays he, I do not find that the 
Ancients eder anſwered directly that they bad; but only 
that in conformity a little to the Fewiſh or Heathen way d 
ſpeaking , they had among them what, inſtead of thoſe, 
might go by the Names at lea ft of Altars and Sacrifices. 
Bur he might have done well to let us know where 
they give any ſuch looſe Anſwer as this; and till he 

does, I ſhall not believe they have ever given it. And 
again, does he certaiply-find they have given no other 
C 2 | Anſwer 
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Anſwer but this? If ſo, he has taken very little pains 
to inform himſelf. For Juſlin Martyr ſpeaking of 
Malachi's Prophecy, of a pure Offering to be offered from 
the riſing to the ſetting Sun, Dial. c. Tryph. p. 260. adds, 
; ) TW Halli rr, but as concerning the Sacrifice 
offered by us Gentiles, in every place, that is to ſay, of the 
Bread and Cup in the Eucharitt , this he foretold, ſaying, 
that we ſhould glorify bis Name | by this our 840 
while you prophane it | by yours.] And again, p. 344. 
las S of I voudl Cy airs Sula, &c. God beforehand 
teftifies all thoſe to be accepted with him, who offer through 
his Name, thoſe Sacrifices which Jeſus Chri#t has appointed, 
namely, of Bread and the Cup in the Eucharift, which 
are offered by Chriftians in every part of the Earth. So 
ſays Irenens, adv. hæreſ. I. 4. c. 32. He counſelling his 
Diſciples to offer up to God the Fir fruits of his Creatures, 
not as though he had any need of them, but that they might 
not ſeem unfruitful or ungrateful , took that Bread which 
is of the Creature, and gave Thanks, Jaying , This is my 
Body : and the Cup likewiſe which is of that Creatare, 
which belongs to us, he confeſſed to be his Blood, teachin 
. the new Oblation of the New Teftament, which the Chur 
having received from the ApoFtles, offers it to God, throughout 
the World, &c. And c. 14. Wherefore the Church's Ob- 
tion which the Lord taught to be offered in all the World, 
e by God a pure Sacrifice, and as ſuch is acce- 
2nd by him; with more to the ſame effect in the next 
Chapter. So S. Cyprian exhorts, that the Cup which is 
OFFERED in Commemoration of our Lord, be OFFERED 
with a mixture of Wine, Ep. 63. And at another time, 
Jays he, It appears that the Blood of Chrift z not OFFER- 
ED, if there be no Wine in the Cup, and that the Lord's 
SACRIFICE & not duly and bolily celebrated, unleſs our 
Oblation and SACRIFICE anſwer to his Paſſion, ibid. And 
again, How ſhall we drink of 1he Creature of the Vine, 
new Wine with Chrift in bis Father's Kingdom, if in the 
SACRIFICE of God the Father, and of Chriſt, we OFFER 
ne Wine? And again, He | the Prieſt | they oFFERs A 
TRUE 
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TRUE AND COMPLETE SACRIFICE ia the Church to 
God the Father, if he begin ſo to offer, as he ſees Cbrift 
himſelf offered. And once more, Becauſe we make men- 
tion of his Paſſion in all our Sacrifices (for the Sacrifice 
we offer is the Lord's Paſſion) we muſt do nothing elſe but 
what be did, ibid. And ſpeaks of our ſacrificing , and 
the Sacrifices being celebrated by the Prieſt, de lapſ. p. 132. 
and of the Peoples ſacrificing together with the Priest, de 
orat. and ar other times of offering and celebrating the 
Divine Sacrifices ; as might be ſhewn in divers inſtances. 
Cyril of Jeruſalem, Catech. Myſtag. V. n. 6. ſtiles the 
Euchariſt 4 ſpiritual Sacrifice, an unbloody Service about 
the Propitiatory Sacrifice. So ſays S. Auguſtin, c. Fault, 
I. 20. c. 18. 21. Now do the Chriſtians celebrate the Me- 
mory of the paſt Sacrifice, by a holy Oblation, and a Par- 
ticipation of the Body and Blood of Chrit. And de hide 
ad Petr. Diac. c. 18. In that Sacrifice is a return of thanks, 
and a Commemoration of the Fleſh of Cbriſt, which te 
offered for us, and of the Blood which he, the ſame God, 
offered for us. And l. 83. Quæſt. c. 61. H: offered him- 
| Jelf a HolocauFft for our Sins, and commended the likeneſs f 
4 his Sacrifice to our Celebration, in Memory of his Paſſion, 
And Fulgentius Ruſpenſis politively affirms, that the Ca- 
tholick Church throughout the whole World ceaſes not to 
offer the Sacrifice of Bread and Wine in Faith and Charity. 
The Reverend Doctor, if he pleaſes, may aſſert, that 
theſe, and all the other like Expreſſions we meet with 
in the Writers of the Ancient Church, do mean no 
more than that in conformity a little to the Jewiſh or Hea- 
then way of ſpeaking, the Chriſtians profeſſed theme 
ſelves to have among it them what , inſtead of Sacrifices, 
might at leaſt go by their Names; but it is too much to 
expect, that his Readers ſhould be ſatisfied with fo 
roundleſs and unreaſonable an Aſſertion. It is eaſy | 
rom theſe Citations, out of the many that might be 
brought to this purpoſe, to obſerve the clear Evidence 
there is in Antiquity for the Chriſtian Sacrifice; and 
8 C 4 by 
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by conſequence that this Reverend Doctor has taken a 
great deal of fruitleſs Pains in endeavouring thus cauſe- 
leſly to explode it. Here is mention of glorifying God 
by the Sacrifices of Bread and the Cup in the Euchari#f, 
the ſame Sacrifices that Chriſt has appointed, the Oblation 
of the New Teſtament received from the Apoſtles, and of- 
fered to God throug bout the World, and which # accounted b; 

him a pure and acceptable Sacrifice , of a ſpiritual and pro- 
pitiatory Sacrifice; of an Oblation and SACRIFICE anſwe- 
rable to our Lord's Paſſion ;, of Wine offered in the Sacrifice 
of God and of Chriſt; of A TRUE AND COMPLETE SA- 
CRIFICE offered in the Church to God; of the Lord's Paſ- 
fron mentioned in all their Sacrifices ; of Sacrifices, ſacrifs- 
cing, and offering and celebrating the Divine + 3 
of the Sacrifice of Bread and Wine offered in Faith and 
Charity; and of commemorating our Saviour in that Sa- 
crifice, Here is full undeniable Evidence in behalf of 
the true Chriſtian Sacrifice; and if the Reverend Do- 
Ctor after all can prove this to be no Acknowledgment 
of any more than a metonymical Sacrifice, I ſhall con- 
clude him a far more ingenious Author than yet take 
him to be, from any thing he has publiſhed hi- 


therto: 


Yet notwithſtanding this, he concludes the word 
Offering or Oblation ſufficient to diſprove its being a true 


material Sacrifice. Another, I am apt to think, would 


rather have taken it for a ſufficient Proof of its being 
fo, Oblation and Sacrifice being often uſed in the ſame 
ſenſe. And all the difference between them is only 
this, that Oblation is the Genas of which Sacrifice is a 
Species, So ſays Mr. Mede, Every Sacrifice is an Obla- 
tion, or Offering: but every Oblation x not a Sacrifice, 
Chriſt. Sacrifice Sect. 4. And what our Reverend Do- 
Aor ſays here to the contrary is juſt as wiſely argued, 
as that of the Papiſts, who becauſe the Reception of 
the H. Eucbariſt is called Breaking of Bread, Acts 2. 42. 
would hence infer the no neceſſity of receiving the Cup 
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in that Ordinance, Beſides, Oblation is a part of the 
Kite of Sacrificing ; and it is hard to infer from hence 
that there is nothing more in the whole Office but this 
one part of it; or again, that becauſe the whole is 
ſometimes called by this Name, there is therefore no 
more in it than barely the Oblation, when every one 
ſees there is. The Apoſtle St. Paul exhorts, that Sup- 
plications, Prayers, Interceſſions, and giving of Thanks be 
made, &Cc. 1 Tim. 2. 1, Concerning the ſecond of 
which Particulars Grotizs (in Epbeſ. 6. 18.) obſerves 
that Prayer xs 4 general word, but when oppoſed to 
ceicets, Supplications, it ſignifies Petitions for good things, 
Now I ſuppoſe our Reverend Doctor will not under- 
take to contradict this great Man in ſo plain a Caſe. 
And yet he may do it, all out as reaſonably, as he can 
teach, that becauſe Oblation is ſometimes uſed in a 
reſtrained Senſe for a part of the Euchariſt, therefore 
it is never uſed for the whole. And yet unleſs this be 
his meaning in this Exception I know no meaning he 
has in it. 

But, he ſays, it was objected to the Chriſtians, that 
they had no Altars nor material Sacrifices, and they 
did not return a direct Anſwer to the Objection; which 
therefore he concludes to be a tacit Acknowledgment 
of the Truth of it. To which I return anſwer in theſe 
ſeveral Particulars, | 


1. From what is now ſaid it appears, that divers of 


them have ſpoken home to the Point of the. Chriſtian 
Sacrifice, which is a full Anſwer to the Objection ſo 
far as it relates to that. | 
2. What he here affirms, he ſays may be ſeen in all 
the Apologiſts, though he is not pleaſed to quote any 
one of them in particular. For which reaſon I mult 
beg leave to aſſure him, that Ceciliuss ObjeQion to 
AM. Felix has nothing in it about Sacrifices, but only a- 
bout Altars, Temples and Images. His words are theſe, 
Cur nullas aras habent, templa nulla, nulla nota rr 
chra£ 
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chra ? Why bave they no || Altars, * no Temples, no known 
Images? Min. Fel. p. 91. Where is not one word of 
Sacrifices, and ſo nothing to this Reverend Doctor's 
rpoſe. Arnobius complains, I. 6. that the Chriſtians 
were accuſed of it as a great Impiety, that they built no 
Temples for holy Offices, and bad no Images of any of the 
Gods, nor Altars, nor Sacrifices, meaning ſuch as were 
wont to be offered to the Heathen Deities. And what 
this makes for him, is not eaſily imaginable. And fo 
it is with Celſur, who charges it upon the Chriſtians as 
a Fault, that they declined the Dedication of Altars, Sta- 
tues, and Temples, Orig. c. Celſ. 1. 8. Where you ſee 
there is nothing againſt the Sacrifice in the Eucha- 
riſt any more than in either of the former Paſſages. And 
I think I need not go farther for the Diſproof of this 
Aſſertion. 

3. When any of the Chriſtian Writers plead, that 
their Sacrifice was that of a pure Heart, and holy 
Mind, Cc. as which is moſt acceptable to God, this 
is no more an Evidence, that the Chriſtians had then 
no other material, true, and proper Sacrifice, than 
what the Prophet 1/aiah urges againſt the Jes, in the 
firſt Chapter of his Prophecy, v. 11, Cc. was, that no 
Sacrifice was thence forward to be offered amongſt the 
Jewt; or that of Hoſea 6. 6. I deſired Mercy, and not 
Sacrifice; and the Knowledge of God more than Burnt 

ring,. 
3 it the want of any Sacrifice be at any time urged 
againſt the Chriftians, and has not had a direct An- 
ſwer, ſo neither has the pretended want of Temples, 
Yet this will never evince that they had no Temples, 
that is, Places of Divine Worſhip, when it is certain, 
they had ſuch as their Perſecuting Times would admit 


0 See Biſhop Beveridge's Codex Canonum Eccleſie primitive vindi- 
cat us, |. 2. c. 10. 5. 3, 4+ i 
+ See Biſhop Stillingfleet's Defence of the Diſcourſe concerning Ida- 


latry, p. 476. 
of, 


„„ AI 
of, though not ſo ſtately ones as they had afterwards, 
when they came to have Kings for their nurſing Fathers, 
and Queens for their nurſing Mothers. = 

5. Whereto I might add from the learned Mr. Dod. 
well, that the word f Ara ſignifies ſuch an Altar, as was 
fitted to be a Hearth, which was to receive the Fire by 
which the Sacrifice of the Jews and Heathens were to be 
conſumed, which as indeed perfectly uſeleſs, in relation 
to the Chriſtian Euchariſtical Sacrifice; ſo that the want 
of ſuch an Ara might very truly be objefled to the Chri- 
ſtians, — who owned no Sacrifices but what were myſti- 
cal and ſpiritual. Who owned no Sacrifices that were 
to be conſumed by material Fire, which required a ma- 
terial Hearth, on which the Fire was to be kindled, and 
to be perpetually preſerved, in ſuch Caſes where the Uſe of 
common Fire was taken for a Protanation, Diſc. con- 
cerning the Uſe of Incenſe, d. 20. So that the Chriſtians 
might juſtly deny their having theſe ſort of Altars, 
without denying their having any true and real Sacrifice, 
or ſuch an Altar as is proper for the holy Euchariſt, and 
as we now have. See more of this in the Propitiatory 
Oblation, p. 79. 

6. And Laſtly, Had he known, or at leaſt had he 
confidered, how careful the Primitive Chriſtians were, in 
concealing their Rites in the holy Euchariſt, and their 
other Myſticks, from the Knowledge of their Heathen 
Adverſaries, and even from their own Catechumens and 
Audientes, he would not have expected that they ſhould 
readily expoſe, upon this account, what they were o- 
therwiſe ſo induſtrious to conceal. He ought rather to 
have ſuppoſed, that they would take any other fair 
Method of anſwering the Objection; and that there- 
fore when they pleaded that God was to be worſhipped 
in Spirit and in Truth, it does not neceſſarily follow, 
that this was all they had to fay for themſelves. 
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So that upon the whole, all our Reverend Anthor 
has hitherto ſaid under this Head is quite beſides the 
Buſineſs, and might to all Intents and Purpoſes have 
been as well let alone. 

But he argues farther, that Aweg and TIggopopy 
were not Terms uſually applied to Sacrifices 3 though 
every one tnat knows any thing of Sacrifices, knows 
theſe were Terms * that properly belonged to them; 


or as if Sacrifices were not Gifts and Oblations, when 


every body knows they were. But let us ſee his Proof 
of this ſtrange Doctrine. He tells us, The Oblations for- 
merly made in the Chriſtian Church are thought by learned 
Men, and among the reſt by Dr. Hickes, to anſwer to 
the Terumah or Heave-Offering of the Jews, called 
the Greeks dragyo, and by the Latins Primitiæ; which, 
as their very Name ſhews, did not paſs among them for 
true and proper Sacrifices. Yet as if he had quite for- 
got what he was about, he at the ſame time, p. 23. 
refers to Hebr. 5. I. % wegen Aaza Te x, Duoias 
Tie 4yplwmv, that he may offer both Gifts and Sacrifices 
for Sins. Now the late Dean of Ely, as well as Dr. Hickes, 
notes from divers places in the Interpretation of the 
LXXII, that they render to offer Sacrifice by lwgygv 
wegowwi/ou* and that not theſe only, but the Evange- 
lift St. Matthew, and the Apoſtle to the Hebrews, fol- 
low them herein in ſeveral Inſtances, Spenc. de leg. 
Febr. rit. I. 3, c. 3. Sect. 1. So that it is plain, both 


theſe words here mentioned relate to Sacrifices, true 


material Sacrifices; and the former of them is affir- 
med by Grotius from Levit. 1. 2. to denote Burnt- 
Offerings; which, I preſume, he will not denyito have 


been true material Sacrifices. And as to the Firſt- 


fruits, it is well known they were required to be 
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* And this Dr. Hickes has irrefragably proved by plenty of Au- 
thorities of different ſorts, in his Chriſtian Prieſthood Aſſerted, the 
very Book, at which this Reverend Doctor is fo much offended, 
but which he, and all his Fellow-writers will never be able to 


auljver. 


brought 
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brought to the Houſe of God, and there delivered to 
the Prieſts, who were to place them before the Altar, 
Deut. 26. 2, 3, 4. and there to be held up to God, ſay 
the Rabbins, Ourr. de Sacrif. I. 1. c. 8. . 10. and Bi- 
ſhop Patrick on Exod. 29. 27, 28. and were thence- 
forward to be the Prieſts. They were not to be burnt, 
as is particularly. ordered, Levit. 2. 12. And for this 
cauſe Sigoniu diſtinguiſhes them, as this Reverend 
Doctor alſo does, from Sacrifices, Sig. de rep. Hebr. I. 4. 
c. 14. but without any reaſon , ſince Burning is by no 
means of the Eſſence of a Sacrifice; as has been right - 
ly obſerved by the learned Author of the propitiatory Ob- 
lation of the Euchariſt, p. 9. and as muſt be acknow-. 
ledged by all who wil) not deny the moſt ineſtimable 
Sacrifice that ever was, that of our bleſſed Saviour 
upon the Croſs, to have been a Sacrifice. 722 

As for the Terumab, which was one ſort of Firſt- 
fruits, the Reverend Doctor may deliver it as confi-- 
dently as he pleaſes, that it was no true and proper Sa- 
crifice. But yet he muſt own Almighty God does not 
teach any ſuch Diſtinction, when giving Charge to 
Moſes concerning it, he inſtitutes it as a perpetual Or- 
dinance, to be obſerved amongꝑſt the Zews throughout 
their ſeveral Generations. Exod. 29. 27, 28. Thou ſhalt 
ſanfify the Breaſt of the Vave offering, and the Shoulder 
of the Heave offering, which is waved, and which is bea- 
ved up, of the Ram of the Conſecration, even of that which 
n for Aaron, and of that which i for hs Sons. And it 
ſhall be Aaron's, and his Sons, by a Statute for ever, fron 
the Children of Iſrael : for it is 4 Heave- fering; and it 
ſpall be an Heave-offering for the Children of Iſrael, of the 
Sacrifice of their Peace-offerings, even their Heawe- offering 
unto the Lord. Here the Terumah, or Heave-offering, is 
ordered to be of the Sacrifice of their Peace-offerings, 
which, I hope, he will not now deny to have been à true 
and proper Sacrifice. And it is ſaid to be of the Ram of 
Conſecration, which was really a Burnt offering, v. 25. 


though the Breaſt was ordered for the future to be 
| waved, 
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waved, and the Shoulder to be heaved up, and to be- 
long to Aaron and his Sons, as being beſtowed upon 
them by God, to whom it was conſecrated: As alſo 
were all other Heave-offerings. Numb. 18. 8, 9, 10, 
11, 24, &c. What he would have more to prove 
theſe true and real Sacrifices, I cannot conceive; and 
as little how any relation betwixt theſe, and the holy 


Euchariſt, can ever prove that to be no real Sacrifice, 


when indeed it rather ſhews it on the other hand to be 
one, becauſe otherwiſe there could not be ſuch a rela- 
tion between them. 

8. He objects, that according to our Doctrine there 


mult be two diſtindt Sacritices in the Euchariſt, p. 24. 


one of that part of the Bread and Wine, which is u- 
ſed in the Euchariſt, and the other of that part which 
is left. Which as it is no Objection againſt the Pra- 
Qice of our Church, where what is left of this Sacri- 
fice is directed, if conſecrated, to be reverently eaten 
and drunk, by the Prieſt and other Communicants, and that 
not conſecrated to be to the Curate's own Uſe (Rubr. after 
the Communion) in like manner as the Heave-Shoulder 
was to Aaron and his Sons; ſo neither is it againſt the 
Uſage of the Ancient Chriſtians, who reſerved what 
was not uſed preſently, to be carried to the fick, and 
fuch as could not come to the publick Aſſembly (Fuf. 
AM. Apol. 2. p. 98.) which yet made no more two 
different Sacrifices, than the Wave or Heave-offering 
but now mentioned, was a diſtinct Sacrifice from the 
Ram of Conſecration, thoſe alone being eaten, where- 
as the reſt of the Ram was burnt with Fire; or than the 
Peace-offering was, of which Philo teſtifies, de victimu, 
650. that the fat, the thicker part or top of the 
iver, and the two Kidneys belonged to the Prieſts ; 
but the reſt was an Entertainment for the Offerers. The 
like alſo he ſays of the Sin-oftering, p. 653. that the 
ſame three Parts, as in the Heave offering, were @m- 
Peegpa ] Buy, laid upon the Altar, but the reſt 
of the Bealt wege 5d Smovius?), was appornted : 
[os 
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be eaten. Let were not here two diſtin Sacrifices , 
but only one and the ſame. So alſo Abrabanel teſtifies 
of the Sin-offering that 938 "N12M NYWI NNYPA 
cuir part of it was to be burnt with Fire, and the 
Prieſts to eat the reſt, Exord. Comment. in Levit. p. 246. 
and 299. and of the Peace- offerings that nQ NYp 
D UC, part of them were to be burnt, namely the 
inwards, part to be eaten by the Prieſts, and the reſt by 
thoſe who brought them, ibid. | | 

The Oblation- and Conſecration of the Bread and 
Wine, and the Partaking of them afterwards are no 
more two different Sacraments, than Killing the Burnt- 
Offering , Sprinkling the Blood upon the Altar, and 
Burning the Fleſh without the Camp, Outr. de Sacrif. I. I. 
c. 21. &. 6. were three. 2 
And yet if they had been two diſtinct Sacrifices, 
what greater Abſurdity had been in this, than in his 
— having taught two _—_ — —— Lord's 
upper, p. 24. 4 previous EucharifF or Thankſogrying to 
Gol! the 2 ow Giver of all good Thi end 
boly Eucharift which properly denotes the Lord's Supper, as 
being a ſpecial Thankſgiving for our Redemption, through 
the Merits of Chrift Jeſus. RES 
At another time, p. 38. he endeavours to prove this 
to be either two Sacrifices, or none at all : But he 
ſucceeds ſo unhappily in his Attempt, as to own with 
Graftins, that the holy Eucharift has indeed been called a 
Sacrifice; partly from the Offerings made, and partly from 
the End and Intent of the holy Supper, which i to repre- 
ſent the Sacrifice of Chriſt; And, if it has been called 
ſo upon theſe two Accounts, I doubt, he will find it 
a difficult Task to prove that it was not deſervedly 
ſo called, and that they who called it fo did not be- 
lieve it to be what they called it, that is to fay, 
one Sacrifice ſo declared to be , upon theſe two Ac- 
counts. | 
But, it ſeems, Cardinal Bellarmine ſays , Vox Sacri- 
ficium non videtur proprie accipienda, ſed largo modo pro 
| totd 


ils Anſwer, that God would rather be wrſhipped now 


was pleading for. Nor does St. Cyril's Profeſſion, 


tot Act ione + The word Sactifice ſeems not to be talen 
properly, but in a more exrenſive manner for, the whole A. 
dion. And what if Cardinal Bellarmine does Tay this? 
Is it impoſſible for the Cardinal to ſpeak Truth ſome- 
times? But what if the Reverend Doctor have miſta- 


ken the Cardinal's Meaning? Had he not taken this Ci- 


tation upon truſt, but had been at the Pains of look - 
ing into the Cardinal himſelf, de would preſently 
have found, that here is not a Word ſpoken of the 
Euchariſt at large, but only as uſed imperfectly on 
Good. Friday; when there is no Conſecration and Obla- 
tion of it: And this, he ſays, is not properly a Sa- 
crifice. But this is nothing to the Sacrifice at other 
times, and when celebrated in another manner. This 
I thought fit to obſerve by the way, as to this Cita- 
tion from Bellarmine; though, I freely conſeſs, it fig- 
nifies nothing to me, in any Controverſie whatſoever, 
whether Bellarmine be for or againſt me. 3 
9. He argues from Julians objecting to the Chri- 
ſtians, that they did not adhere to the Laws of the 
Jews, p. 26. and offer Sacrifice as they did; and St Cy- 


in Spirit and in Truth; than which he thinks nothing can 
make it more plain that the Chriſtian Sacrifice was not looked 
upon by the Ancients to be a true material one of any kind 
whatfoever : This is his killing Argument, which be 
looks upon as inſtar omnium. And yet at the ſame time 
he acknowledges the Apoſtate charges the Chriſtians 
with having found out a new Sacrifice, ù cis d: of 7 
xouvlus Duoiay fvegylis, &c. though they would not 
facrifice after the manner of the Jews; a manifeſt 
Confeſſion againſt himſelf, that they had their Sacri- 
fice, though not fuch a bloody one as the Apoſtate 


that 
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cee Dr. Hickes's Account of the Third Edit. of his Book, p. 24. 
where he alfo declares againſt any Immolation in the Euchariſt. Fot 
| treating 


Ferrer 


| 


> SO AOD ko a, v & 


that Gad would be worſhipped in Spirit and in Truth, tovę 
that nothing material is ever to be uſed in his Wort- 
ſhip. Though, unleſs it did, I am not able to ima- 
gine, of what Service this mighty Argument can be, 
either to the Reverend Doctor,, or the Cauſe he has 
undertaken to defend. EY 
10. He tells us moreover, that Mincha anſwers on- 
ly to Munus, and did not come {triftly with the An- 
cient Chriſtians, under the Character of 4 true Mate 
rial Sacrifice. Yet if we look back to the firlt Uſe of 
this Word that we meet with in Scripture, I cannot 
ſee how he will diſtinguiſh it from @ true Material, 
though not a Bloody, Sacrifice. Is proceſs 7 time, ſays 
Moſes, Gen. 4. 3. I'M! YpO, at the end of days; that is 
as Bp. Patrick (in loc.) obſerves, at the end of the Near, 
or after Harveſt ;, Cain brought of the Fruit of the 
Ground, T7, an of ering to the Lord: Theſe, 
ſays the Biſhop, were the moft ancient Sacrifices amongſt 
the Gentiles, both Greeks and Romans, as their Authors 
tell w. And the Author of the Queſtions and Anſwers 
ad orthodoxos expreſly calls them Svo1a, reſp. 119. And 
St. Chryſoftom, upon the forementioned Text, ſpeaks to 
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treating of Tho. 'Aquinas's Reſolution of the Queſtion, Whether 
Cbriſt is ſo ſacrificed in the Euchariſt, 4s he was upon the Croſs, he 
freely profeſſes that in this Senſe none of our Writers take it for 4 
real, true, and proper but only for a Myſtical and Spiritual Sacrifice, 
and Immolation of Chriſt upon the Croſs, as it is a ſolemn Comme mora- 
tion and Repreſentation thereof. The Word therefore proper, in rela- 
tion to the H. Sacrifice hath two Senſes : One, as proper i po- 
ſed to metaphorical and alluſive; and the other as it is oppoſed to 
the Immolation or bloody Sacrifice of Chrift upon the Croſs ; which two 
Senſes our Adverſaries always confound together. When therefore we 
aſſert the Euchariſt to be a proper Sacrifice, or Oblation, we take the 
word purely in the firft Senſe, meaning no more thereby, than the Bread 
and Cup, like other material and external Sacrifices are really offe- 
red unto God, in the Euchariſtical Service, to be the Sacramental Re- 
Preſentation, and Commemoration of the Sacrifice of Chrift upon the 
Croſs, or the Myſtical Sacrifice of 5 * and Blood, &c. , 
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the ſame Purpoſe : He brought of the Fruits of the Eart 
an Offering to God, for be knew and underſtood, that it 
became him to bring ſome of the Product of his Eſtate, as to 
bis Lord: Which looks as like a Sacrifice as one would 
wiſh; and it has been always ſo eſteemed : And that it 
was a very ſolemn Sacrifice, ſeems to me to be fairly in- 
ferred from another Obſervation of the forenamed lear- 
ned Commentator, that the Word m Hebrew for brought 
4 never uſed about Domeſtick or Prhwate Sacrifices ; but 
always about thoſe Publick Sacrifices, which were brought 
to the Door of the Tabernacle of the Congregation, to be of- 
fered by the Prieſt, This the Reverend Doctor may take, 
if he pleaſes, to import that Cain offered no true Ma- 
terial Sacrifice; but the Biſhop, it ſeems, was of ano- 
ther judgment: As alſo was St. Cbryſaſtom and the 
other Author mentioned before him. ä 

It is remarkable likewiſe what Mr. Mede aſſerts as 
to the Materiality of this Sacrifice, or Oblation, call 
it which you pleaſe. Mincha which we turn Munus, 
25 oblatio farrea, an Offering made of Meal, or Flower 


baked, or fryed, or dryed, or parched Corn. We in our 


Engliſh, when we make diſtinction, call it a Meat-Offe- 
ring, of which the Libamen, or the Drink. Offering, be- 


ing an indiviſible Concomitant, both are implied under the 


Name Mincha, where it alone 1s named. The Application 
then x eaſie ; Incenſe here notes the rational Part of out 
Chriſtian Sacrifice , which is Prayer, Thankſgiving , and 
Commemoration ; Mincha the Material Part thereof, 
hich 1s oblatio farrea, or a Preſent of Bread and Mine, 
Chriſt. Sacrif. Set 2, Nothing can be more diame- 
trically oppoſite to this Notion of our Reverend Do- 


Cor, than what this great Man here aſſerts: And yet 


what his Reverence will never be able to diſptove. 
11. He is highly offended at Dr. Hickes for ſaying 
the Sacrifice of the Euchariſt is propitiatory for 
Sin, p. 10, 39, 40, 41, 48, 49, 50. It made bis Ears 
tingle , and muſt thoſe of other Proteſtants, But Pray, 
800 
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„N 
good Sir, what is this new and frightful Doctrine, at 
which you are ſo exceedingly alarmed? Why truly no 
more than this; the Reverend Dr. Hickes affirms, with 
the Notes on King Edward's Common-Prayer- Book, 
that the Euchariſt 1 a true and efficient Sacrifice, and 
propitiatory for the S ins of the whole World, and with Gre- 

ory. Nazianzen , that by the Eucbariſt, Atonement and 

xpiation are made. For the latter of which Aſſer- 
tions, if the Reverend Doctor think good, he may call 
Gregory to account, from whom Dr. Hickes collected it. 
And tor the other, it is poſſible, however it fares with 
this Reverend Doctor, that other Proteſtants Ears may not 
tingle, if the Words be ſet down unmaimed, as they 
ſtand in the Place referred to: Which are theſe, If we 
compare the Eucharift with Chrift s Sacrifice made once up- 
on the Crofs, as concerning the =— of it , we may ſay, 
that that was a ſufficient Sacrifice; but withal, that = 
is a true, real, and efficient Sacrifice, and both of them 
Propitiatory for the Sins of the whole World. And in the 
Margin he atfirms, that Chriſt's Sacrifice of himſelf, 
and the Euchariſt , are both propitiatory, but in different 
Senſes : The one propitiates as having Power, Force, and + 


| Virtue itſelf to make Propitiation; and the other propitiates, 


but in Virtue of the Sacrifice of Chrift. And to this pur- 
poſe he ſpeaks in his Notes on the Prayer after the Commu- 
nion. O Lord and heavenly Father. It may be called a pro- 
pitiatory Sacrifice, not that it makes any Propitiation, as 
that of the Croſs did, but becauſe it obtaineth, and bringeth 
into Act the Propitiation, which was once made by Chrift, 
and ſo we. may ſpeak of Prayer that it is propitiatory too. 


Do the Reverend Dr's Ears tingle ſtill? If they do, a 


little thing will put them out of Order. Fox after all 
his Zeal againſt this propitiatory Sacrifice, I hope he 
will. yet allow the Holy Euchariſt, to have atleaſt as 
great Efficacy with God, as Prayer offered up at any 
other time. And this I the rather hope, becauſe at- 
terwards, when his * had cooled upon it, * 
| 2 13 
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his Ears were a little come to themſelves, he, even this 
ſame Reverend Doctor could freely admit p. 39. with 
Biſhop Moreton, and with St. Auguſtin, and the Compi- 
lers of the ancient Liturgies, and others of the Fathers, 
that jt is Propitiatory as any other good Deed or Act of 
Religion is, which renders God propitious to us, and unites 
us to him, or as it repreſents the one true and propitiatory 
Sacrifice of Chrift ; and that upon this Account it was 
wont to be call'd a Sacrifice. Which, notwithſtand- 
ing his vain Plea of the Difference betwixt a thing's 
being called, and being really what it is called, is as 
plain a Confeſſion of the Groundleſsneſs of this Exce- 
ption, as either Dr. Hickes , or his Vindicator the. A- 
pologiſt, could reaſonably defire, And if the Eucha- 
riſt be ptopitiatory in ſuch a Senſe as Prayer itſelf is, 
though in a higher Degree, this I hope will not grate 
his Ears over hard, nor thoſe of other Proteſtants, Nay, 
if 1 ſhonld ſay it is propitiatory , as evidently as the 
ancient Fewiſh Sacrifices were, I know not what could 
be objected to the contrary, fince theſe confidered in 
their own Nature had nothing in them, that could 
obtain the Pardon of Sin, or the Bleſſing of God; but 
all their Efficacy to theſe Purpoſes was owing to the 
Merits of our Bleſſed Saviour prefignified by them, 
So ſays St. Auguſtin, c. Fauf. Manich. I. 22. c. 17. Cujas 
ſacrificii promiſſvuas figuras, &c. The typical Figures of 
which Sacrifice, | of our Lord upon the Croſs | were to be 
ſhewn forth in the Oblations of Beaſts, in token of the F 

and Blood which ſhould be afterwards ; by which one Offe- 
ring ſhould be obtained , the Remiſſion of the Sins ariſing 
from our corrupt Fleſh and Blood. And indeed how could 
it be otherwiſe ? How could it poſſibly comport with 
the Juſtice and Wiſdom of God, to accept of the Blood 
of Beaſts as an Expiation of Sin ? Or if this could be 
ſuppoſed, what tolerable Reaſon can be given for our 
Bleſſed Saviour's humbling himſelf, to ſuffer upon the 
_ Croſs for our ſakes, whillt an infinitely meaner Sacri- 
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| fice might have been ſufficient for us? This is ſo great 


an Abſurdity to imagine, that I cannor but conclude 
the Jewiſh Sacrifices were Propitiatory only through 
our Saviour's Mediation, and without, that muſt have 
been wholly ineffectual, as to any Remiſſion of Sin. 
For it is not poſſible that the Blood of Bulls and of Goats 
ſhould take away Sin. Wherefore, faith the Apoſtle, 
when he cometh into the World, be ſaith : Sacrifice or Offe- 
ring thou wouldſt not; but @ Body haſt thou prepared me, 
Heb. 10. 4, 5. An Oblation of theſe Brutes could ne- 
ver cleanſe the Offerer from the Guilt of his Sins, or 
deliver him from the eternal Puniſhment due to them. 
And therefore when the Fulneſs of the time came, that 
our Bleſſed Lord was to work this great Deliverance 
for Mankind, a Body was to be prepared him, for an 
Offering of an infinitely higher Nature, whereof theſe 
were but Types, and from the Virtue and Efficacy 
whereof, all their Expiation was derived. And ſo it will 
be incumbent upon this Reverend Doctor to ſhew why 
the Sacrifice of the Euchariſt, celebrated in Comme- 
moration of our Saviour's Death, may not be Propi- 
tiatory in this Senſe likewiſe. Nor has he any other 
Way, whereby to reconcile his own Doctrine in this 
Point, to that of the ancient Fathers of the Church, 
but by charging them with not having meant as they 
ſpake. For he not only does not pretend to deny, but 
plainly owns, that they did ſtile this Ordinance, not 


only an Euchariſtical, but likewiſe a true propitiatory Sa- 


crifice, p. 41. which is all Dr. Fickes contends for. 
And the only Diffterencg between theſe two Doctors is, 
whether theſe Fathers themſelves, or the Reverend 
Dr. Viſe may be preſum'd to have underſtood their 
Meaning beſt. | (= | 

12, He appeals to the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, 


p. 44. as ſaying that our Saviour, inftead of a bloody 
7. 


Sacrifice, hat inſtituted a rational, unbloody and myſtical 


one. Where, ſays he, Myſtical you will own is contra» 
: 7 D 3 pm diſtingniſh'd 
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diſtinguiſu d ts Real. But what if I cannot own it? Then 
this Citation is brought againſt himſelf; and the Con- 
ſequence is, that here the Sacrifice of the Euchariſt is 
aſſerted, inſtead of being contradicted, and fo he had 
as good have let this Paſſage alone. But he proceeds 


to the next Words, nris eig 7 DaEvaTov TS xveps uh 
Cow yapy, emlens?), 12 owpudlos wrs , d ouarcs.. 


Which Sacrifice is celebrated in token of Chriſt's Death, by 


means of the Symbols of his Body and Blood. And this 
again, lays he; explains it in my Senſe, not to be itſelf a 
Sacrifice, but barely a Repreſentation of one, made by Bread 
and Vine. As much as to ſay, it cannot be both a real and a 
repreſentative Sacrifice, than which Suppoſition nothing 
can be more groundleſs and falſe. As Dr. Hickes has 
ſufficiently ſhewn by the forenamed Compariſon of a 
petty inferior King, who yet is really and truly a 
King, though at the ſame time he happen to repreſent 


the Emperor under whom he reigns, and whoſe Vice- 


gerent he is in his Kingdom. But enough of this weak 


| and trifling way of arguing. 


13. Let I muſt not omit to take notice, that in his 
Sermon, p. 13. he appeals to S. Chryſoſtom, ſaying, 
Our anrnlu Nuala, &c. We do not offer another Sacri- 
fice, as the Higb- Prieſt did heretofore, but we always of 
fer the ſame Sacrifice. Where' by the way he allows 


wes to ſignify we offer, though he would not al- 


low Dr. Hickes to uſe it in that ſenſe. But this is 
not all. He very wiſely brings in S. Chryſoſtom ſay- 


ing, We «fer the ſame Sacrifice, to prove that the Chri- 


ſtians had no true Sacrifice; together with -theſe 
following words, * u@\or 5 dvdumo Svotas, or ra- 
ther the Remembrance of @ Sacrifice; namely, becauſe 
hewill needs have a Commemorative Sacrifice to be no 
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* See theſe Words fully cleared by Dr. Hickes in his Account of 
his Third Edition, p. xxkii, Cc. . 
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Sacrifice at all. The Abſurdity of which Poſition I 
have ſhewn before, and ſo ſhall not need to fay any 
thing of it here. In the ſame place he cites Tbeo- 
doret and Theophylact to the ſame purpoſe. And the 
ſame Anſwer will ſerve for them too. He has al- 
ſo a Paſſage much to the ſame effect from S. Au- 
guſtin , only with this Advantage, as he reckons 
it, that that Father calls the Euchariſt Sacramen- 
tum Memoriæ, a Commemorative Sacrament ; pre- 
ſuming what he ſhould have proved, that being a 
Sacrament it cannot be a Sacrifice, but without any 
pretence of Reaſon for ſuch Preſumption. I add far- 
ther, that he does this in open Defiance to S. Augu+ 


ftin himſelf; who, de Civ. D. 1. 10. c. 20. declares 


that our Lord ifi have the daily Sacrifice of the 
Church to be a Sacrament of hi own Oblation of him- 
ſelf upon the Croſs. Cujus rei Sacramentum quotidia- 
num woluit eſſe Eccleſia Sacrificium. But he ſays far- 
ther, ſpeaking of S. Auguſtin. ' He does not ſay a Sacti- 
fice, but emphatically a Sacrament, in Contradiſt inct ion 
to all material Sacrifices, whether ſuch as were offered 
under the Law, or that of Chrift himfelf upon the Croſs: 
Now that S. Auguſtin does diſtinguiſh this Sacrifice, 
or Sacrament, call it which you will, from the Sa- 
crifices under the Law, and from that of our Lord 
upon the Croſs, is granted; but that he denies it to 
be a Sacrifice is not ſo. Nor can it be imagined he 
ſhould do this when he over and over calls it by 
that Name, not only in the place now mentioned, 
but Epiſt. 49, 59, and 120. c. 18. Queſt. 3. de Hide 
ad Petr. Diac. c. 19. and Orat. adv. Fudæos, c. 6. But 
any Preſumption, it ſeems, may ſerve with this Reve- 
rend Doctor for an Argument, though never ſo {light 
and groundleſs, | 

And now you may eaſily obſerve how little this 
Reverend Doctor has ſaid, in ſo much of his Book 
as I have yet undertaken to examine, and how far 
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he is, from ſo much as an appearance, of having at- 


chieved the mighty Feats he ſeems to have promi- 


- fed himſelf; The DoQtrine of the Chriſtian Sacri- 
fice is ſtill as ſafe as ever, and like to continue ſo 
for any Evidence he can bring againſt it. For it is 
no Confuration of it to ſay, it was always called by 
that Name, and Multitudes of Teſtimonies are to be 
found in the ancient Chriſtian Writers, declaring it to 
be ſo; but yet you are to believe in contradiction to 
what they have expreſly written concerning it, that 
they did not believe it to be what they owned it 
was. As neither did their terming it a Sacrament, or 
a Repreſentation, or Commemoration, or the like, in 
any wile weaken the force of their other Authorities 
concerning it. And. yet in theſe, and ſuch like Expreſ- 
ſions, lies the greateſt Strength of all this Reverend Do- 
Ctor's Arguments againſt it. | 
Wherefore having thus diſmantled bis chief Fortifica- 
tions, I ſhall only proceed farther; before I conclude 
what I defign at preſent, | | 
II. Briefly to obſerve ſome few other Exceptions of 
=> to what I have been maintaining. And in the firſt 
' Place, | | 
- 1. He argues, p. 33. If the holy Elements, when cal- 


led a Sacrifice, were meant to be literally, not figura- 


tively ſach ; then I appeal to all the World, whether 
there be not as much ground to believe, that then they 
are literally, and not figuratively Chriſt's Body and 
Blood, becauſe they are ſo called, as well ar Sacrifice. I 
hope then he will not take it amiſs, if I alſo, after 
his Example, make an Appeal likewiſe to the World 
and ir is, whether there be any Conſequence in what 


he here urges with all this Confidence. His Argu- 


ment proceeds upon a Suppoſition, that the Elements 
in the Euchariſt are in no ſenſe our Saviour's real Bo- 
dy, being called fo purely in a figurative ſenſe. Where- 
fore if it cin be ſhen that they are really our * 
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Body in any ſenſe, then will his Argument from their 


being ſo figuratively only, fall to the Ground. Now 


theſe Elements in that holy Ordinance are as truly 


our Saviours myſtical Body in one ſenſe, - as the 
Church is in another, which it certainly is more than 
in a Figure; namely, upon account of that telation, 
which is between him the Head, and the Church his 
Members. So is there a relation likewiſe between 
theſe outward Elements, and the Benefits of out Sa- 
viour's Body and Blood exhibited by them, by reaſon 
whereof, and of their Inſtitution to this purpoſe, they 
become really and truly his Sacramental or Repreſen- 
tative Body; and may ſafely be affirmed to be ſo 
without any Belief of Tranſubſtantiation. They are 
as truly, and to all the effects of it as much, our 
Saviour's Body, as the Rainbow in the Clouds, is that 
whereby God promiſed to confirm his Covenant made 
with Noah, and his Poſterity; or as Copies of Let- 
ters Patents are what they are called ; which they cer- 
tainly are as to all the intents of them, ho. leſs than 
the Original whereto the Great Seal is affixed. Ay 
the Author of the Propitiatory Oblation has Judiciouſly 
obſerved, p. 50, 51. And then I am ſure it will ns- 
ver follow from hence, that when the Eucharift is 
called a Sacrifice, it is not really and truly fo, but Fi 
guratively only. ä 
2. He cites a Paſſage out of S. Ambroſe, in his ſup- 
pou Commentary upon the former part of the Epi- 
e to the Hebrews; to which place alſo he refe 
the reader for his farther Satisfaction. Whereto 
ſhall need no other Anſwer than this, that that Com» -. 
mentary is looked upon by learned Men to be no Work 
of S. Ambroſe, and 10 no ſtreſs is to be laid upon this 
or any other Paſſage in it. | 
3. He brings in Cyril of Alexandria, p. 34. ſaying, Things 
which have Life are more eſteemed by the living and life- gi 
wing God than inanimate, inaſmuch as they are "—_— 
„ | Life, 
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Le, and bave a nearer relation to the Soul. From 
whence he would infer, that therefore an inanimate 
Sacrifice, conſiſting of Bread and Wine, cannot be ac- 
cepted under the Goſpel. But that is eaſier ſuppo- 
ſed than proved. For howſoever the former may be 
preferable to the other in its own nature, theſe lat- 


ter may be fitter for a particular Service, and ſo may 


be preferable in that caſe. At leaſt when our 
bleſſed Saviour has once inſtituted a Sacrifice of this 
nature, as Dr. Hic kes has fully ſhewn, it is not for us 
to ſay, we will not uſe it as a Sacrifice, becauſe in 
our Opinion it is inferior to thoſe others, that have 
been aboliſhed by him. This Argument ſtrikes rather 
at our Lord, as not having made a fit Choice of 
the proper matter of the Chriſtian Sacrifice, than at 
any of thoſe who obſerve it accordingly out of Obe- 
dience to his Commands. 2 

4. P. 36. He ſays, the Jeſuits are Dr. Hickes's good 
Friends, and do heartily thank him. But pray for what 
do they thank him? Or. what Service has the Doctor 
done to deſerve their Thanks? Has he any where 
taught their prodigious Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation ? 
This cannot in the leaſt be pretended. Has he undertaken 
to defend their Adoration of the Hoſt > By no means. 
Has he ſo much as any where infinuated the Sacrifice of 
the Euchariſt, to be of it ſelf available to the Par- 
don of Sin? Not that neither. Has he taught to 


Purgatory ? Nothing like it. Wherein is it then that 
he has ſo highly obliged the Jeſaits, and for which 
they are ſo liberal of their Thanks? The ſhort of 
the Matter is only this; He has ſhewn the Errone- 
ouſheſs of their Sacrifice of the Maſs, and that the 
true Chriſtian Euchariſtical Sacrifice conſiſts, not of 
our Saviour's natural Body and Blood, but only of 
Bread and Wine offered up with Prayers and Thankſ- 


givings, according to our Saviour's own Appointment, 


in 


offer up Maſſes for the Redemption of Souls out of | 
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in 2 grateful Commemoration of his infinite Love 


in dying for us, and in order to our obtaining the 


Benefits of his Death. And what Advantage this can 
be to the Jeſuirs, or their Cauſe, I challenge the 
Reverend Doctor, with all his Skill and Learning, to 
ſhew to the Satisfaction of any rational Man. Oh! 
but theſe Jeſuits ſay, they know very well, that in the 
Univerſities, and elſewhere, they ſpeak of the Eucbarift 
ar a real Sacrifice and propitiatory Oblation. Then it 
ſeems this is not the Opinion ot Dr. Hickes alone, or 
of the Non-jurors only, as our Reverend Doctor has 


(not/ſo very fairly) ſuggeſted, but of the Jurors too, 


whether in the Univerfities, or elſewhere. But no 
matter for that, this ſerves for a flirt at Dr. Hickes 
and bis Party; and it is worth contradicting one's ſelf 
to have any ſmall, though never ſo groundleſs an Ad- 
vantage againſt them. But the Jeſuits ſay farther, Ie 
is alſo certain that they, ſuch in the Univerſities, or 
elſewhere, as agree with the ancient Fathers of the 
Church, in owning the Euchariſtical Sacrifice, can 
mean nothing elſe, but the Doctrine of the Church as to 
the real Preſence, &c. meaning Tranſubſtantiation. This, 
it ſeems, the Jeſuits ſay. And this the Reverend Do- 
Qor takes for good Proof of what they ſay. But 
do not the Perſons charged ſay the contrary ? And is 
not this at leaſt as good Proof the Jeſuits are miſta- 
ken? Nay, they not only ſay they mean nothing like 
it, but ſpeak of ſuch a Sacrifice of Bread and Wine, 
as is directly oppofite to, and inconſiſtent with, the 
Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation. And if the Reve- 
rend Doctor will not allow this to be a ſufficient 
Anſwer to the Feſuits Charge, I hope it will be no 


Breach of Charity, to ſay he has a greater Kindneſy | 


or any of his Party have. | 
F. He has a notable Obſervation concerning the 
Sacrifice in the Euchariſt, and appeals to the r, 
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World, whethet he be not right in it. Dr. Hickes 
Had * r- in the Euchariſt is Propi- 
Hatory virtue of the Bloody Ptopitiatory Sacri 
G which it Er by + And — * 
Nevetend Author makes this Inference; 1 appeal to 
all the FParld, whether I may not as juſtly ſay, that in 
and by virtue of that Sacrifice upon the Croſs, it 4 alſo 


called 4 Satrifite. Which is to me juſt as conclu- 


five and Argutfient, as if a Man ſhould ſay, Craſſus 
was 4 rich 
therefore I appeal to all the World, whether I may 
not as well fay, he was a Man only by virtue of his 
Wealth? Which were certainly a Conclufion too weak 


and trifling to need a Confuration. 


6. Not is what he Cites from Zanchy any more to 
his putpoſe, it being ditectly againſt him; inaſmuch 


as this learned Author profeſſes the Fathers, even as 


he cites him, to have called this an unbloody Sacrifice, 
and for this reaſon, though not ſor this alone, becauſe 
it is an Euthariftick Sacrifice, that is, a Sacrifice of 


| Praiſe and Thankſgiving, as for all Benefits, ſo more 


artieularly for om Redemption by the Death of Chri#?. 

Zanthy aſſerts it, to have been looked upon as 

an Euchariſtick Sacrifice; which I have already ſhewn 

to be as true and real a Sacrifice, as any other. And if 

this be of any Advantage to our Reverend Doctor, much 
goon way i do him. e 
7. Laſtly, he makes the Conſecration of the Ele 


ments, in the holy Euchariſt, to be no more than ſay- 


ing Grace over them, p. 0. Not much unlike that of 
the Author's of the Rights, calling the Wine in the 
Lord's Supper, by no better a Name than of a Grace- 


Cup. Such a Bleſſing, or ſaying Grace, is «ll he can 


find, that can in good truth be inferred from Antiqui- 
ty. And if ſo, I cannot ſee why, when at the holy 
Table, and engaped at the higheſt and moſt ſublime 
Office of our Religion, he may not take himſelf — 


an only by vittue of his great Wealth, 
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be only. at a common ordinary Meal, ſince there too, 
Grace is ſure to be ſaid by all good Chriſtians. But 
ſure he will allow that there is more, much more 
than this comes to, in the holy Euchariſt, Ar leaſt, if 
he would once bring himſelf acquainted, with thoſe 
ancient Chriſtian Writers, to whoſe conſentient Suffrage 
he makes ſuch repeated Pretences, they would ſoon 
teach him, to ſpeak of this moſt ſolemn part of our 
Religion, with greater Decency and. Reverence. 

Thus I have in good part ſhewn how ſafe the Do- 
Qrine of the Euchariſtical Sacrifice yet remains, after 
what the Reverend Dr. iſe has offered to the contra- 
ty; and withal how weak an Adverſary this inſulting 
Doctor is, and how poorly he has maintained the 
Poſt he. undertook. And by what has been hitherto 
offered it appears, that he is much better at Affirm- 
in than Proving, Believing he can Shew, than Shew« 
ing, Accuſing his innocent Brethren, than making out 
his Accuſation; and by conſequence, that he does not 
ſtand in fo much want of a good Aſſurance, as he 
would be thought to do, p. 92. 

When I firft put Pen to Paper, I did it with a De- 
ſign to confider his whole Book: But I now ſuſpect 
my ſelf to have already written more than enough, in 
Anſwer to a Diſcourſe, ſo very tew have undergone 
the Drudgery of Reading; not one beſides my ſelf ha- 
ving done it, that I can hear of, in all the Compaſs 
of my own Acquaintance; and but one amongſt thoſe 
I do not know. 3 

Wherefore I now take leave of this Reverend Do- 
ctor for the preſent ; but with a ſolemn Promiſe, to 
go through the reſt of his long unſatisfactory Diſ- 
courſe, whenſoe ver he ſhall give me a good Reaſon 
for doing ir, or inform me of any Number of Readers 


that defire it, 


FINIS. 
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